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PARTY/7 <9/e,V 


Where now for 
Sociahst Alliance? 


E lection results gained by the 
Socialist Alliance in England 
and Wales on May 1 were 
patchy but not at all bad. In 
fact they were far better than I dared 
hope for. Michael Lavalette in Preston 
is our first councillor. There were other 
good results. Gordon Rowntree in 
Middlesbrough got 21% of the poll, 
Sue Wild in Barnsley 17.7%, Urfan 
Akhtar in Telford 14% and Andy 
Newman 13% in Swindon. In Walsall 
the SA’s 10 candidates secured an 
average vote of 9%, with Peter Smith 
scoring 23.3%. 

However, there were also many poor 
results. On average our candidates 
polled well below five percent. In Wales 
the SA fought a particularly ineffective 
campaign. More to the point, we must 
ask ourselves, what was possible? Af¬ 
ter all these were not ‘normal’ elections. 

Tony Blair had risked all and put the 
United Kingdom at the service of 
United States superimperialism. Sup¬ 
posedly to search out and destroy 
weapons of mass destruction Saddam 
Hussein’s Iraq has just been ‘liberated’ 
by the US-UK ‘coalition of the willing’. 
In response to this permanent ‘war on 
terror’, starting with the European So¬ 
cial Forum in Florence in November 
2002, a global anti-war movement arose 
and climbed from unprecedented 
heights to yet new heights. 

London saw three mega-demonstra- 
tions. Two million marched on Febru¬ 
ary 15. Before the war began on March 
20 opinion polls in Britain showed the 
anti-war party had a slim majority in the 
country. Meanwhile, despite two 
record backbench revolts, Blair and the 
war party commanded a thumping ma¬ 
jority in the House of Commons. In 
short, there existed a yawning demo¬ 
cratic deficit and a palpable crisis of 
representation. 

Tragically, instead of rising to the 
challenge, the majority of the SA’s ex¬ 
ecutive were persuaded to postpone 
the general meeting - only the CPGB 
and one indie voted against - till safely 
after the war. Delay was agreed not so 
as to dictatorially lift the SA’s profile 
and galvanise the entire organisation 
from top to bottom. Putting aside the 
mle book and formal democratic nice¬ 
ties might have been excusable if that 
had been the intention. But no. The 
anti-war movement, especially its 
sheer size, enflamed base appetites. 
Grabbing recruits for one’s own sect 
overrode all other considerations. The 
idea that a transformed SA could open 
up wider, strategic, vistas was pushed 
aside in the scramble for growth. Chris 
Bambery infamously instructed SWP 
members not to do SA work. 

The SA was left becalmed as an on- 
off Socialist Workers Party “united 
front of a special kind”. And through¬ 
out the duration of the war the SA was 
to all intents and purposes ‘off’. That 
meant effective liquidation. Meetings 
continued but they were few and very 
far between and desultory affairs. The 
SA dropped out of view. 

No SA speaker featured on Hyde 
Park platforms. Lindsey German was al¬ 
ways introduced as Stop the War Coa¬ 
lition, not SA. Charles Kennedy was 
though allowed to strike a cheap anti¬ 
war pose - from which his Liberal 
Democrats greatly benefited elector- 
ally. Yes, anodyne SA leaflets were 
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produced, along with placards. But let 
us honestly admit it - nothing serious 
was done. Indeed all principal support¬ 
ing groups worked separately and as 
rivals. Prime responsibility for this re¬ 
gressive state of affairs falls upon the 
shoulders of the SWP. But no one was 
entirely guiltless. 

So what was possible? To get an ink¬ 
ling, all one needs to do is to cast an 
eye north. Tommy Sheridan has been 
reinforced in Holyrood by five more 
Scottish Socialist Party members - 
Carolyn Leckie, Rosie Kane, Colin Fox, 
Rosemary Byme and Frances Curran. 
Of no less significance is the SSP’s 
7.68% of the total vote - where the SA 
average vote is derived from 163 coun¬ 
cil wards, the SSP contested every list 
and virtually all seats. Put another way, 
the SSP has arrived. It constitutes a real 
political force across the whole of Scot¬ 
land. A viable alternative to New La¬ 
bour and its rotten record. 

What did the SSP do in the war? On 
the minus side, Scotland had a sepa¬ 
rate anti-war campaign with its own slo¬ 
gans and demonstrations. A product 
of nationalism. It was as if Britain and 
its historically constituted working 
class had been broken apart. Never¬ 
theless there was a definite plus side. 
The SSP took a lead and its version of 
socialism featured loud and clear on 
every platform. The SSP’s weekly pa¬ 
per Scottish Socialist Voice also linked 
the anti-war movement with the forth¬ 
coming Holyrood elections. 

The Greens benefited too from an 
anti-war stance in Scotland. They now 
have seven MSPs. But, not least be¬ 
cause of SSP criticism and propaganda, 
the Lib Dems and the Scottish Na¬ 
tional Party were punished for their 
vacillation. The SNP in particular suf¬ 
fered a big setback. 

The main lesson is that the serious 
left has been united. Scottish Militant 
Labour - which lingers on as the rather 
ghostly International Socialist Move¬ 
ment - threw all its resources and ef¬ 
forts into building the SSP. That, and 
factional guarantees, breathed confi¬ 
dence into others. As the dominant 
force SML could not lose... but smaller 
factions had nothing to fear and much 
to gain. Therefore the Committee for a 
Workers’ International - the rump still 


loyal to Peter Taaffe in London - has 
not walked out, as it has walked out 
from the SA. Moreover the SWP 
found itself compelled to join. Scotland 
now has the Socialist Worker platform. 
The result of left unity - an influx of non- 
aligned members and through hard 
work and yet more hard work success 
in winning a popular base amongst 
working class voters. 

Conditions in Scotland are different 
from England and Wales. But, in the 
main, differences are subjective, not ob¬ 
jective. Everyone should celebrate the 
SA’s good election results on May 1, 
yet we would do well to recognise that 
more, far more, was possible. One 
councillor is a step forward. There 
could have - should have - been doz¬ 
ens. 

So where now? The CPGB is back¬ 
ing motions for an SA paper and the 
aim of establishing a new workers’ 
party at the May 10 conference. If the 
majority recoils from this - what would 
to all intents and purposes be a 
relaunch - and continues to prioritise 
building the SWP as a sect, then that 
puts a question mark over the SA. 

The CPGB’s attitude is clear. We 
have done everything in our power to 
take the SA forward. The goal is of ne¬ 
cessity a Communist Party - to be con¬ 
tent with warmed over left Labourism 
or a centrist halfway house is to invite 
eventual defeat. So the CPGB does not 
view the SA as the final destination or 
for that matter the only road. It is a field 
of struggle. The SA could petrify into 
just another sterile SWP front, or it 
could sink like a stone during the next 
important elections - Greater London 
Authority and the EU in 2004. 

The working class and the working 
class movement are key. That most 
decidedly includes the Labour Party. 
Labour remains a bourgeois workers’ 
party, though the bourgeois, Blairite 
pole is dominant as never before. Re¬ 
bellions against Blairism are, however, 
ragged, partial and myopic. Frankly, in 
the concrete conditions of the early 
21st century that is exactly what we 
should expect. Socialism still suffers 
from a debilitating association with 
Stalin’s USSR and the grey verities of 
social democracy. Moreover, there is 
not even a modestly sized body of 
trained cadre organised around a Marx¬ 
ist programme to provide strategic and 
tactical direction. 

Therefore things characteristically 
proceed in fits and starts. Ken Living¬ 
stone rebelled, but yearns for a return 
to Labour’s bosom. RMT and the FBU 
militants are tentatively exploring alter¬ 
natives. The Labour left is reviving, but 
finds democratic avenues - from CLPs 
to the annual conference - effectively 
closed off by the Blairites. 

We relate to each and every rebel¬ 
lion against New Labour as commu¬ 
nists, not as quality controllers. That 
is why the CPGB supported those who 
actively involved themselves in Arthur 
Scargill’s Socialist Labour Party. Pla¬ 
tonic or dismissive commentaries 
united sectarianism and auto-Labour- 
ism. Communists fought to shape the 
SLP into what was necessary. Though 
that project quickly ended in abject 
failure, it did pave the way for the SA. 
Fail we might once again. But one thing 
is certain: the struggle will continue • 
Jack Conrad 


LETTERS 


Letters may have been 
shortened because of space. 
Some names may have been 
changed 


Not revolutionary 

According to the Communist Party of 
Great Britain, the Socialist Alliance is 
dead. We’re saddened by your fickle¬ 
ness, but on a positive note the SA 
stood 20 candidates in Wigan and Leigh; 
was involved in united front organisation 
with the Labour Party, churches, etc; kept 
the Nazis in their box; put over a solid 
socialist case; delivered 20,000 leaflets, 
and continued to build a socialist organi¬ 
sation in the town. 

We roughly averaged 100 votes in 
each ward - over 2,000 across Wigan on 
a pretty poor turnout in most wards. We 
made our point, making it clear that we’re 
not going away and taking the bombers 
(aka New Labour) to task. In the process, 
we have learned loads. Local elections 
are not revolutionary, but are a brilliant 
opportunity to challenge the status quo 
on a sound political basis. 

Along with this we have been active 
both in the Wigan and Leigh United 
against Racism campaign and leafleted 
both wards where the Nazis were stand¬ 
ing almost in their entirety. We supported 
a lively Anti-Nazi League picket of the 
Ince count, giving the Nazis a hard time. 

Most importantly we have built up our 
organisation and lots of new people have 
got involved, particularly people we met 
round the anti-war movement. As one 
new member commented at the Leigh 
count, we will win in the end; we will 
outlive them! 

Mark Smith 
Wigan 

SA polled well 

Well done to all Sociahst Alliance com¬ 
rades, particularly in Preston, who bril¬ 
liantly ruled out claims that the SA was 
all but liquidated. 

The SA also polled well in Middles¬ 
brough with 21%, Barnsley with 17.7%, 
Telford 14% and Swindon with 13%. 
However, the success of the British Na¬ 
tional Party showed the epidemic of dis¬ 
illusionment, particularly in the poor, 
working class areas of the north west. 
Divided communities eventually die. We 
just need to look at the old mining towns 
where families, fives and entire commu¬ 
nities were tom to pieces by Thatcher's 
butchery of a proud industry. Communi¬ 
ties divided along fines of race and tom 
apart by hate are no different. 

We need a political organisation that 
can unite working class people in fight¬ 
ing for their communities. We have made 
a not insignificant start, but now we re¬ 
ally have to put aside our differences and 
get our act together. We need to build 
trust on the doorsteps through consist¬ 
ent, grassroots work and more pavement 
politics. 

My own organisation, the Socialist 
Workers Party, must make as much of a 
commitment as any other - if not bigger, 
as we are numerically the biggest player. 
Revolutionaries must not stop being 
revolutionaries, but recognise the need 
for new ways of challenging the rise of 
fascism, and propagating real socialist 
politics amongst the class. It will take hard 
work from every one of us that wants to 
ensure the poisonous BNP is stopped 
in its tracks and driven back into the 
gutter. 

Mike Carter 

Oxford 

SA is dead 

When the Socialist Alliance’s last chair 
resigned (in protest at the wilful refusal 
of its own leaders to promote it within the 
anti-war movement), the post was left 
vacant. In view of its slogans - tax the rich, 
defend the health service, fully compre¬ 
hensive education - why was the leader¬ 
ship of the Socialist Alliance not offered 
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to Lord Healey, Lord Callaghan or Lord 
Hattersley? After all, these were nomi¬ 
nally the policies of the 1970s Labour 
government. 

What a contrast north of the border! 
Six socialists were elected members of the 
Scottish parliament. What was the differ¬ 
ence? The pioneers of the Scottish So¬ 
cialist Party had made the necessary 
commitment to put the party first before 
the factional interests of its constituent 
political tendencies. The SSP is above all 
a party of struggle. Twenty years of strug¬ 
gle, sacrifice and solidarity lie behind its 
victories: fighting against the poll tax, the 
bailiffs, evictions, water charges, nuclear 
bases, fighting in the courts, the jails, 
occupations and sit-ins. And not mere 
struggles alone: above all, victories - the 
defeat of the poll tax, the ending of dis¬ 
traint of debtors’ goods, the building of 
a new party. 

The SSP comrades had amply earned 
their authority and then right to claim lead¬ 
ership. Let no one dare compare them to 
the sloganising carpetbaggers of the 
Socialist Alliance, who flippantly turn up 
out of nowhere at election times, inso¬ 
lently cadging any spare protest votes 
that might be going. 

Some of that small minority who joined 
the SA because they actually wanted it 
to grow have launched a website 
(www.movementsforsocialism.com) to 
campaign for these ideas. We invite all 
Weekly Worker readers to check it out 
and, better still, write for it. 

Roger Silverman 
email 

Rejoin Labour 

When will the penny drop with you ‘Len- 
inists’? Your politics and sects, even 
under the mask of 70s ‘Labourism’, are 
still unpalatable to the electorate at large. 
This is what your continued humiliation 
at the polls is telling you. 

The average British worker, as well as 
the Guardian -reading middle class, have 
never found revolutionary or extremist 
solutions to the ills of capitalism very 
attractive. Even if your Marxist analysis 
is correct, you are not winning the argu¬ 
ments on your present course, and stay¬ 
ing on the outside of the mainstream will 
certainly not alter this situation. 

England in the late 19th century was 
by no means a hotbed for radical social¬ 
ism, and the notoriously xenophobic 
English worker was (and still is) suspi¬ 
cious of imported political ideas from 
foreign revolutionaries. This is how the 
Fabianism/Labourism of Britain came 
about, and for all its faults and failures it 
should still point you towards the need 
for the refoundation of a broad workers’ 
party which you can all join. 

The most successful Marxist group 
were Militant, but they wouldn’t have 
achieved their success by breaking away, 
as can be witnessed by the Taaffeite sect. 

You must stop wasting time with the 
‘frontism’ employed by your majority, 
and rejoin us within the movement and 
party where you are desperately needed 
to get down to the urgent business of 
overthrowing trade union legislation and 
ousting rightwing Labour candidates. 
Chas Wilkinson 
email 

Good result 

I am writing to let you know about my 
experience of being an independent can¬ 
didate in the elections to my town coun¬ 
cil. 

I stood as an independent because I 
did not agree with the description ‘So¬ 
cialist Alliance Against the War’, as used 
on the ballot paper by the SA. If the war 
in Iraq were still going on, the use of such 
a description might have made some 
sense. Also, when I was a member of the 
Socialist Party two years ago, their nomi¬ 
nating officer would not support me be¬ 
ing a candidate in the county council 
elections. I did not want that to happen 
again with the SA. 
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After nominations closed, I was 
shocked to find out that it was just me 
against two Tories for the two seats up 
for election in my ward. The Labour Party 
had only been able to find three candi¬ 
dates prepared to stand for the 18 seats 
on my town council. 

I produced a leaflet based on some of 
the policies put forward by the CPGB in 
a document that was presented to the 
March 2001 conference of the Socialist 
Alliance ( Weekly Worker January 25 
2001), including immediate demands on 
work, pensions, taxes, democracy and 
internationalism. Other policies included 
the pedestrianisation of the town’s mar¬ 
ket place, an emergency programme of 
house building and repair, and free school 
meals for all school children. I made sure 
that the 141 postal voters and three first¬ 
time voters got a leaflet and a covering 
letter from me asking for their support. 

On polling day the Tories told me that 
when the postal ballot papers were 
opened the previous Friday, I had got 
about a third of them. It seemed that the 
policies on my leaflet had got a positive 
response. I visited the two polling sta¬ 
tions in my ward on polling day four 
times for about 40 minutes each time. The 
response from people who were going 
to vote was very positive. 

At the count, which covered all the 
elections in my town, I found that the 
Tories were friendlier than Labour Party 
members, who were most upset when 
they saw me wearing a red and white 
rosette. For moral support I took two 
friends and my mum to the count. At 
12.45am the votes in my ward were the 
last to be counted. The two Tories were 
relieved when they learnt that they had 
won with 267 and 255 votes. I received 
148 votes, which meant that 33% of those 
who had voted had given one vote to 
me. This is a very good result, given that 
my ward is one of the most Conserva¬ 
tive wards in my town. 

Following the results I was inter¬ 
viewed by a reporter from Radio Cam¬ 
bridgeshire which was broadcast twice 
on the Friday morning. On the basis of 
my results, I have decided that I would 
like to stand as a Socialist Alliance can¬ 
didate in the county council elections, 
which take place in May 2005. 
JohnSmithee 
Cambridgeshire 

Exclusion 

I am very disappointed that the Stop the 
War Coalition has chosen to disallow 
observers from attending its executive 
meetings (Weekly Worker May 1). From 
what I hear there have always been ob¬ 
servers at these meetings - it was only 
when the CPGB representative, Anne 
Me Shane, tried to attend the latest meet¬ 
ing that this new rule was enforced. This 
is the kind of secretive and untransparent 
behaviour that has discredited much of 
the left and should have no place in the 
workers’ movement. 

While I do not always agree with the 
positions of the CPGB, it seems clear to 
me that the comrades have done their 
utmost to build the anti-war movement. I 
have noticed that they did encourage 
their supporters and members to build 
and attend local anti-war meetings, help 
with STWC work and work hard to bring 
as many people as possible to the big 
anti-war demos. But even if they had not 
done so, that still would not justify their 
exclusion, which seems to have been led 
by the SWP and their comrades-in-arms 
in the Communist Party of Britain. 

The sole reason for the exclusion 
seems to be the fact that the Weekly 
Worker is the only revolutionary paper 
that openly reports on developments on 
the left - be it the Socialist Alliance, the 
Socialist Labour Party or the anti-war 
movement. The comrades actually pro¬ 
vide an unequalled service to the rest of 
the left in this respect. Everybody in the 
workers’ movement should defend the 
right of the comrades to attend these 
meetings - where else would I be able to 
fmd out what happens at the SA execu¬ 
tive meetings or the meetings to prepare 
for the European Social Forum? 


In this instance, I do actually know 
what went on at the STWC executive 
meeting. I would like to share the infor¬ 
mation with readers of the Weekly 
Worker. Unfortunately, there is not that 
much to report on, as executive meetings 
of the STWC regularly only last for 90 
minutes. With an average attendance of 
40, you can imagine that there is not much 
room for debate and frank discussion. 
Although chair Andrew Murray (CPB) 
announced from the platform of the last 
anti-war demo on April 12 that there 
would be a second People’s Assembly, 
he kept his mouth pretty much shut about 
this at the meeting. In fact, none of the 
attendees argued for making the assem¬ 
bly a regular forum for the anti-war move¬ 
ment. It looks like it has been dropped 
from the agenda. Instead, an ‘activists 
conference’ will take place in the next few 
weeks. 

Some people argued that there should 
be local People’s Assemblies. This was 
also met with a less than enthusiastic 
response. The SWP and CPB in particu¬ 
larly were not keen on the idea and stated 
that local groups could do what they 
want and “cannot be prevented from 
setting them up”, as Lindsay German 
from the SWP stated. Not much leader¬ 
ship there. Instead, the leading clique on 
the executive pushed for local rallies, 
teach-ins and another day of action. It 
looks like at the end of September there 
will be another European-wide demon¬ 
stration, this time focusing on the occu¬ 
pation of Iraq and Palestine. 

Unfortunately, rather than building 
organisational structures to develop the 
anti-war movement into a force that could 
take on other political questions, the ex¬ 
ecutive has opted to follow the SWP tac¬ 
tic of jumping from one activity to the 
next. 

Marsha Hedley 

email 

Allah akhbar 

While SWP comrades were a little shy 
about calling for an outright victory for 
the regime of Saddam Hussein against 
US imperialism, they certainly made no 
secret of their support for the “victory to 
the resistance”, as they declared on nu¬ 
merous posters. For “resistance" read 
‘Saddam Hussein’. 

Now that Saddam has gone they have 
switched their support to the islamic fun¬ 
damentalist shi’ites, who were sup¬ 
pressed by Saddam Hussein and tried to 
overthrow him more than once. All my 
enemy’s enemies are my friends. Even if 
they fight each other. Even if they are all 
reactionary. 

At the recent Berlin meeting to prepare 
for the next European Social Forum in 
Paris in November 2003, Jill Hubbard, 
from Globalise Resistance Scotland de¬ 
scribed the “incredible mood on the Lon¬ 
don anti-war demonstrations: the whole 
crowd shouted, ‘Resist, revolt, fuck capi¬ 
talism’ and then all of us went on to 
shout, ‘ Allah akhbar’.” I doubt that 
others were quite so foolish. While com¬ 
rade Jill seemed to have got a little over¬ 
excited, she admirably displays the 
SWP’s attitude towards reactionary anti- 
imperialism. 

Tina Becker 
Haringey 

Distortion 

In seeking to defend the SWP, Bobby 
Blazer is impressive in his ability to dis¬ 
tort eveiyone else’s arguments, while 
failing to address any of their criticisms 
(Letters, May 1). 

I would of course be delighted to see 
a genuine coalition to stop the war in 
Cambridge - my point (Letters, April 24) 
was the SWP here are actively damag¬ 
ing any attempts at coalition, as well as 
doing very little in the way of anti-war 
activity themselves. 

I observed that our local SWP resorted 
even to character smears in their attempt 
to exploit (rather than help build) the 
movement, and that they relied on crit¬ 
ics being dismissed as a danger to 
‘unity’. Blazer does not attempt to ad¬ 


dress my criticisms, but instead accuses 
me of a “narrow sectarian attitude”. This 
only underlines my arguments. At a time 
when the state is adopting ever more 
draconian legislation and methods, the 
anti-war movement and the British left 
cannot afford to allow at best question¬ 
able, at worst Stalinist, organisational 
methods to pass unchallenged. 

In crediting the role of Bush and Blair 
in building the anti-war movement, I was 
drawing attention to the huge change in 
the objective conditions obvious to any¬ 
one with any experience of anti-war 
movements in the past. I do not belittle 
the activities of thousands of anti-war 
campaigners, but point out that it was the 
objective conditions that made such a 
mass movement possible. 

While claiming credit for organising 
the demonstrations, the SWP organisers 
of the national Stop the War Coalition 
should also be asking what more could 
we have done to build on these new 
conditions. Why, for example, was there 
no concerted attempt at political strike 
action, as occurred to some extent in 
Spain and Greece? 

I presume that Bobby Blazer’s com¬ 
ments on the BNP were directed at other 
writers in the Weekly Worker rather than 
myself (as I never mentioned them), but 
again he insults the writers with a mis¬ 
representation. In criticising the SWP- 
organised ANL, Jeremy Butler rightly 
argues that the only real answer to BNP 
populism is a genuine working class 
politics that addresses the real concerns 
of the BNP’s target voters. 

I am not a member of the CPGB, but 
congratulate them on providing a forum 
for debate within the left. However, this 
is only possible if participants are pre¬ 
pared to engage in genuine political de¬ 
bate - something too many members of 
the SWP seem afraid to do. 

Sarah Glynn 
Cambridge 

Mr Bobby 

Bobby Blazer never “considered joining” 
the CPGB. as he claims (Letter's, April 17). 

This comrade has featured several 
times in our pages, passing himself off 
as an ‘honest Joe’ who - after weighing 
up the relative merits of the Communist 
Pally and the SWP in Wales - decided to 
join the latter, as it is “clearly the most 
non-sectarian organisation on the left”. 

In fact, comrade Blazer is an SWPer in 
Wales who attempted a few low-level 
provocations in the periphery of our or¬ 
ganisation. He joined our supporters’ e- 
list shortly after making contact and 
claiming sympathy and interest. Imme¬ 
diately, he began retailing standard sec¬ 
tarian bilge and announcing his intention 
to join the SWP. 

He repeatedly ignored requests for a 
contact telephone number. When he fi¬ 
nally supplied one, it was false. I’m sure 
that if we could be bothered to check, we 
would find out that ‘Bobby Blazer’ is a 
false name. If it isn’t, it should be. 

Mark Fischer 
London 

Get a life 

Thanks for publishing my last letter 
(Weekly Worker May 1). 

I am stung into rewriting, as the last 
edition was surely a record for the most 
amount of attacks on other left groups 
in one edition! There appeared to be lit¬ 
tle of substance to anything outside the 
sad world of the far left. Is it not time that 
the Weekly Worker got a life and dis¬ 
cussed real issues facing working class 
people, both in UK and around the 
world? 

Jim Boogies 
email 

Fighting BNP 

I would like to attempt to answer a few 
issues raised in two letters printed in last 
week’s Weekly Worker (May 1): Marilyn 
Flanders’ ‘Dead end’ and John Smithee’s 
‘Welcome?’ 

The best way to confront racism and 


racists is to end capitalism. The first step 
towards this goal has to be an independ¬ 
ent, democratic working class party. 

Such a party would also offer an alter¬ 
native, and an answer to people like com¬ 
rade Smithee’s racist relative. Connade 
Flanders asserts that the answer lies in 
the labour movement. If she means the 
working class, then we are in agreement; 
if she means the Labour Party, we are not. 

There are undoubtedly stalwart social¬ 
ists within the Labour Party. However, the 
Labour Party is not and never has been 
a socialist party. It is a bourgeois work¬ 
ers’ party: workers identify with the La¬ 
bour Party, but it is led by the bourgeoisie 
and serves their interest. Due to the in¬ 
herent lack of democracy, the party faith¬ 
ful have no power. 

The Labour Party is not an independ¬ 
ent party of the working class. Nor is the 
Socialist Alliance. As comrade Flanders 
astutely points out, at present the SA is 
merely an electoral front for the SWP. It 
is composed of disparate, bickering 
sects. 

However, that does not change the 
fact that we need to work towards a party 
of the working class. The SA is best re¬ 
garded as a project. Doubtless the end 
product will bear little relation to the 
present incarnation. Anyone who genu¬ 
inely desires socialism must be prepared 
to work towards a unified party. 

Jeremy Butler 
Guildford 

Galloway 

Your defence of Galloway surprises me 
(‘Gloves come off’ Weekly Worker May 
1). While Scargill was a proletarian com¬ 
batant, Galloway got to be a proxy to 
Saddam, who slaughtered thousands of 
our comrades, the Iraqi communists. 

I knew he was paid before this was 
documented by The Daily Telegraph. A 
TV tape showed him admiring Saddam, 
whom he once blemished as a dictator. 
The money Galloway received from the 
Iraqis was coined from the blood of the 
Iraqi people. 

Fuad Nimri 
email 

May Day 

With reference to ‘A day of celebration 
and hope’ (Weekly Worker May 1), this 
was an excellent article on the history of 
May Day. 

The only thing I found lacking was an 
analysis of the paradox (or perhaps the 
common bond?) between the present- 
day May Day demonstrations in capital¬ 
ist countries and the state-endorsed 
marches in the so-called socialist coun¬ 
tries. 

It is indeed true that international work¬ 
ers’ day has been all but forgotten here 
in the USA. Only a few leftist parties are 
enthusiastic about May Day. These in¬ 
clude the Communist Party USA, the 
Progressive Labor Party, the Maoist 
Revolutionary Communist Party and the 
Socialist Party USA. Interestingly, of the 
many Trotskyist organisations who 
comprise most of the radical community 
here, few make a big deal about May Day. 
Timothy Lauby 
USA 


ACTION 


London Communist 
forum 

Sunday May 11, 5pm - ‘Weber, a 
man for all seasons’, using 
Istvan Meszaros’s The power of 
ideology as a study guide. 

Phone 07950 416922 for details. 

Southeast London 
Communist forum 

‘The new American century and 
how to fight it’ - Tuesday May 
13, 7pm, Greenwich West 
Community and Aits Centre, 141 
Greenwich High Road, London 
SE10 (Greenwich BR and DLR). 
Ah welcome. Call07958 574305. 

Free Palestine 

National rally, Saturday May 17, 
1.30pm, Trafalgar Square, 
London. Called by Palestine 
Solidarity Campaign. 

Artists Against the 
War 

‘Shock and awe’ cabaret at the 
Cockpit Theatre, Blackfriars, 
London - May 12 and 26. 
wwwshockandawe.org.uk 

NCADC AGM 

National Coalition of Anti- 
Deportation Campaigns annual 
general meeting, Saturday June 
21,12 noon to 5pm, Carrs Lane 
Church, Carrs Lane, Birmingham. 
Open to all anti-deportation 
campaigns (reasonable travel 
expenses paid) and their 
supporters. Creche and lunch 
provided. 

Confirm attendance to nearest 
NCADC coordinator: 

London and South East England 
- Allison Bennett, ncadc- 
london @ ncadc .org.uk 
North East England and 
Scotland - Kath Sainsbury, 
ncadc-ne@ncadc.org.uk 
North West England and Greater 
Manchester - Tony Openshaw, 
ncadc-nw@ncadc.org.uk 
NCADC, 110 Hamstead Road, 
BirminghamB20 2QS, 0121-554 
6947; ncadc@ncadc.org.uk; 
http://www.ncadc.org.uk 

Party wills 

The CPGB has forms available 
for you to include the Party and 
the struggle for communism in 
your will. Write for details. 

RDG 

To contact the Revolutionary 
Democratic Group, email 
rdgroup@yahoo.com. 


www.cpgb.org.uk/ 

action 


Communist University 


This annual school for 
the thinking left will be 
debating a whole range 
of issues to do with the 
Iraq war including: 

• new American century and the 
myth of post-imperialism 

• the aftermath of the US-UK 
conquest 

• rogue states and why they were 
invented 

• fighting for defeat: Leninism 
and war 

• Socialist Alliance and Iraq: did 
it meet the test? 


August2-9 2003,London 

Places are limited. Reserve your 
place now by sending a cheque 
for £20 to the CPGB address. 


full week (self-catering accomodation): 
£130/£85 
unwaged 
first weekend 
(incl. one 
night’s 

accomodation): 

£30/£20 
one day (sessions 
only): £15/£8, 
one session: £6/£3 
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INTERVIEW 


British National Party - 
www.bnp.org.uk 


Scapegoating 

nonsense 


Fighting all year 

The Socialist Alliance’s first elected councillor is Michael 
Lavalette, who overturned a huge Labour majority in Preston in 
the May 1 local elections in England. Peter Manson spoke to him 


C omrades wanting to know 
details of the British 
National Party’s local 
election vote will not find them on 
the Anti-Nazi League’s website 
(Weekly Worker April 24). 
Apparently a “full breakdown 
and analysis will be posted... 
shortly”. No doubt after the 
appropriate spin has been 
applied, to make the BNP’s 13 
gains look like some sort of 
setback. However, those turning 
to the BNP site in the hope of 
finding some analysis will also be 
disappointed. 

Logging on to the home page, 
one is immediately greeted with 
an annoying pop-up advertising 
their online donation facility. The 
photos featured here of BNP 
f uhrer Nick Griffin posing with 
two youngsters, backed by the 
homepage slogan, “Building a 
future for British children”, will 
no doubt go down well with 
disaffected blue-rinse types. But 
what immediately caught my eye 
was a box to the right of the 
screen. Titled ‘Daily party news’, 
this premium (£1 a minute!) 
phone line presumably (I decided 
to give it a miss) gives out the 
latest BNP-endorsed information. 
Further down, viewers are invited 
to join the BNP’s “platinum” 
donators group, the Trafalgar 
Club. The words ‘money’ and 
‘grabbing’ spring to mind. 

A ‘Latest news’ section, 
currently carrying 14 items, 
dominates the page. The most 
recent update calls for photo¬ 
graphs from the party’s election 
campaigns. The second (and 
probably the first port of call for 
many) provides the election 
results. As with the ANL’s page, 
we are treated to useless 
hyperbole and results from areas 
where their candidates won or did 
particularly well. I did have a 
chuckle on the item on the 
National Front, where the 
unnamed writer lobs a few cheap 
shots in the NF’s general direc¬ 
tion, but overall there is little 
attempt at serious analysis. The 
rest of the news is a random 
jumble of ‘anti-British’ anecdotes, 
‘commentaries’ on multicultural- 
ism and other such reactionary 
rants. 

Five themed navigation boxes 
take up the left of the screen. 

‘The latest’ carries information 
about the BNP’s election cam¬ 
paign, front organisations, a 
seldom-updated article collec¬ 
tion, a video, news archive, and 
downloadable information packs. 
The elections links is quite 
interesting, with information 
concerning seats contested, the 
council manifesto and the ‘12 
pledges’ - a mixture of new right, 
anti-liberal and populist nos¬ 
trums. For light relief, check out 
‘The other parties’ for what the 
BNP thinks of the Socialist 
Alliance. 

The next box is ‘Material’, 
carrying such items as campaign¬ 
ing paraphernalia, (slavish) 
letters to the BNP, poetry, the 


bookshop, etc. Unlike the 
websites of revolutionary 
groups, who tend to organise 
their site around ‘the paper’, for 
the BNP publications seem to 
play a relatively minor role. The 
pages for the ‘theoretical’ 
monthly Identity a nd the agita¬ 
tional Freedom are minimalist 
affairs. There is nothing online 
from the former at all, while the 
latter’s archive features only 
selected highlights. However, 
articles going back to last 
summer are thematically 
arranged, allowing for an easy 
sample of the BNP’s thinking on 
a particular subject. 

The ‘Policies’ box repeats 
some of the electoral material 
and manifestos. The policy forum 
carries contributions from BNP 
members on a range of ques¬ 
tions, and encourages others to 
write in with their suggestions. 
Sad to say that such an approach 
is rare on most left sites. There is 
also a comprehensive ‘Fre¬ 
quently asked questions’, 
outlining the BNP’s (Griffin’s?) 
views on every subject under the 
sun - bar thorny issues like the 
holocaust, World War II, Nazi 
Germany... 

‘Organisation’ illustrates the 
party’s structure, providing a 
neat hierarchical schematic of 
the BNP bureaucracy. Here we 
are also treated to a short 
biography of Nick Griffin, and a 
list of ‘circles’ (ie, front groups - 
there are almost as many as the 
Socialist Workers Party’s!). 

Finally, ‘Information’ provides 
contact and membership details, 
and of course the Trafalgar Club 
gets another mention. The links 
section refers us to localised 
BNP websites, “grassroots” 
community groups and interna¬ 
tional fascist co-thinkers. The 
youth site also deserves a quick 
mention. I for one would be 
interested to know what the BNP 
leadership, after carefully 
managing to construct a far-right 
site without the slightest nod 
toward the fascist tradition, 
thinks of the excessive use by 
‘Young BNP’ of Germanic fonts! If 
this is not an example of Freud’s 
‘return of the repressed’, I do not 
know what is. 

Aesthetically it is not the 
prettiest of websites, and 
reminds me of word-processing 
packages for old machines like 
the Commodore 64. But in terms 
of content I guess it paints a 
comprehensive but sanitised 
picture of the BNP. As for the 
views on parade, the BNP’s 
scapegoating nonsense is pretty 
easy to demolish - provided that 
the left gets its act together, 
instead of ploughing our petty 
sectarian furrows • 

Phil Hamilton 


ongratulations on your 
victory. How do you account 
for this success? 

The Socialist Alliance in Pres¬ 
ton was not particularly strong, but, as 
we got closer to the election date, there 
was some discussion within tire Stop the 
War Coalition about standing a candi¬ 
date. 

As part of STWC activity we had put 
together a petition to the local Labour 
MP, Mark Hendrick. His position was 
that he would only support war if there 
was a second UN resolution. The 
mosques contacted me as STWC coor¬ 
dinator because Hendrick rejected their 
approach, and the Stop the War Coali¬ 
tion had a meeting with representatives 
of all 12 mosques in Preston. They took 
the lead on the petition. They wanted to 
get 12,000 signatures (the size of his ma¬ 
jority) together in just over a week - the 
week before the war stalled. They worked 
incredibly hard to get this huge total and 
we presented the petition to Hendrick on 
day one of the war. There were 10,256 
signatures. 

The coalition was working not just 
with the one mosque which had been the 
most radical in terms of anti-war, but the 
others too. This was really important in 
breaking the link between the muslim 
community and the Labour Party - 
Hendrick ignored the petition and voted 
for war without a second UN resolution. 
That created the political space for us to 
move into. 

There was some talk of an anti-war 
candidate standing in Town Centre ward 
- the biggest in Preston, with the largest 
Labour majority. Last year, when the 
whole council was up for election, the 
ward returned three Labour councillors. 
The Labour candidate this time, Musa 
Jiwa, an active and devout muslim, had 
been third, but he had picked up 800 
votes, while the leading candidate had 
over 1,000. Normally the Tories and Lib¬ 
eral Democrats get 200-250 votes, so 
obviously it is considered a safe Labour 
ward. 

Most of the voters in the ward are in 
Avenham and Frenchwood, which is 
one of the two areas in Preston with the 
highest Asian population. Town Centre 
is about a third Asian. There was some 
discussion about who should stand - 
whether it should be somebody from the 
muslim community, for example. But peo¬ 
ple from all the mosques, as in the 
STWC, wanted me to stand. At that point 
I made it clear that if I was the candidate 
I would be standing as Socialist Alliance 
Against the War. At the same time na¬ 
tional office were putting some pressure 
on me. 

The closing date for nominations was 
Tuesday at 12 and the Monday morn¬ 
ing at 10 o’clock I agreed I would stand. 
That evening we had 600 people at a Stop 
the War Coalition meeting with John Rees 
and Yvonne Ridley. At the end there was 
a line of people queuing up to sign my 
nomination paper. 

We worked hard. Every house got 
three leaflets. One of those was my bi¬ 
ography, which obviously said that I was 
coordinator of Preston STWC, but the 
leaflets were Socialist Alliance leaflets 
rather than just peace or anti-war leaflets. 
The first was the national SA leaflet and 
all three carried the six points. The sec¬ 
ond one started off with the failure of 
New Labour and how they had disillu¬ 
sioned their own supporters; how they 
weren't spending money on health and 


education but they could launch a war 
and attack asylum-seekers. The final leaf¬ 
let dealt with the kind of council we 
would be electing. I said I was an activist 
who would use the chamber to be the 
voice of the oppressed, the exploited and 
the excluded from across Preston. 

I am stressing the fact that all three 
were Socialist Alliance leaflets because 
there had been an argument - in particu¬ 
lar from one member of the alliance - say¬ 
ing that we should have stood as just 
SA, not Socialist Alliance Against the 
War, and that it would be an anti-war, 
rather than an SA, campaign. That sim¬ 
ply wasn’t true - you can look at the leaf¬ 
lets we put out on the web. 

There was a dynamic between three 
elements. One was the activist base of 
socialists, who came out and cam¬ 
paigned. The second was a group of 
people from the Asian community who 
had been active in Stop the War Coali¬ 
tion, and the third element was the role 
of one of the imams at the Clarendon 
Street mosque, one of the two biggest in 
Preston. 

This mosque had been very active in 
the coalition - they had sent buses to 
every Palestinian and anti-war demon¬ 
stration. It was myself who had been 
booking their people onto our transport. 
Sometimes they came with STWC buses 
and trains; sometimes there were groups 
who wanted to go by themselves be¬ 
cause they wanted to stop and pray. But 
we booked the buses for them. 

So we had been working very closely 
with the imam and he has become more 
political. At the meeting when I was nomi¬ 
nated he made a fantastically good 
speech about support for justice, equal¬ 
ity and how in his interpretation these 
values were central to islarn; how it was 
absolutely essential that people marched, 
demonstrated and voted and took an 
active part in the political process. 

He went on to say that the Asian popu¬ 
lation in Britain was here and here to stay: 
“We were born here. We’re not going 
anywhere. And we will help shape the 
political future.” That was an excellent 
speech. 

At Friday prayers he said there was a 
very important election the following 
week; that Labour, who most people in 
the mosque had traditionally voted for. 
is the party of war. Because Labour had 
a muslim candidate, people might think 
it was wrong not to vote for him, but he 
drew an analogy - a strange one perhaps. 
He said: “If the BJP in India selected a 
muslim candidate, would you vote BJP? 
I’m sure the answer is ‘no’. I want you to 


think about that in the elections next 
week. Just because Michael Lavalette, a 
member of the Socialist Alliance, is not a 
muslim, that doesn't mean you shouldn’t 
support him. In terms of opposing the war, 
in terms of racial equality, Michael has 
done more for the Asian population in 
Preston than Musa Jiwa.” 

It was incredibly important that a 
young imam should speak like that. As a 
result we had people from the commu¬ 
nity out campaigning with us. When we 
went canvassing during the last week, 
covering as many doors as we could 
across the ward, there was always one 
white and one Asian person. If people 
didn’t speak English, we always had a 
Gujurati speaker at hand. 

So there was this combination: the 
socialist activists; anti-war. anti-imperial¬ 
ist people who had broken from Labour 
and came over to the S A during the cam¬ 
paign; and the access to the wider com¬ 
munity which was afforded us by the 
imam. His increasing disenchantment 
with Labour and his anti-imperialism 
meant that he was willing to back - and 
openly back - a Socialist Alliance candi¬ 
date. 

There was one other dynamic which 
kicked in. As it became clear that we were 
in with a shout because of the support 
we were getting, many traditional white 
Labour supporters came over to our side. 
I don’t think they would have done that 
if they had seen the Socialist Alliance as 
just a protest vote with no chance of 
winning. They included some really sig¬ 
nificant players in the local Labour Party, 
who said it was fantastic that I won. They 
viewed us as a real alternative. 

So the imam and muslim voters had 
no problem with the fact that you 
were a revolutionary socialist? 

The weekend before the vote took place, 
the Labour Party brought in muslims from 
other parts of Preston. The first thing 
they said was, “You shouldn’t vote for 
Michael Lavalette: he’s a communist.” So 
it was right round the ward that Michael 
Lavalette was a communist, and commu¬ 
nists are anti-islamic. Also the police let 
it be known through the community liai¬ 
son committee that in their view I was an 
extremist who was no friend of the mus¬ 
lim community. 

We had to take that on at the doors. I 
responded according to how this was 
put to me. I made it clear that the Social¬ 
ist Alliance is not a communist organi¬ 
sation, but an alliance of people with old 
and traditional Labour values right 
through to the far left, including some 
people who are communist. All those 
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committed to social justice could fight 
around the six points the SA campaign 
was based on. I said that we might agree 
to disagree on how we get a better soci¬ 
ety at this moment. 

Then I would usually say: “You may 
know me from the Stop the War Coali¬ 
tion, but I am also a member of the So¬ 
cialist Workers Party.” So we were open 
about it. The SA is not a communist alli¬ 
ance: it’s a Socialist Alliance. But at the 
same time I made it clear personally what 
my own politics were. 

Some muslim people we were working 
with asked: “Are you a communist? Can 
you tell me what a communist is? What 
is your position on religion?” They 
weren’t put off, and this gave rise to a 
number of debates. 

What did you say when you were 
asked point blank if you were a 
communist? 

I would point out that there are a whole 
number of connotations associated with 
the word, but I would probably describe 
myself as a communist. I am a member of 


the SWP and I believe in a socialist soci¬ 
ety - that’s how I would tackle it. I also 
made it quite clear that I have never been 
a supporter of what was the Soviet Un¬ 
ion. The word ‘communist’ is tainted by 
such associations - which is what the 
people asking me were saying: “All I 
know about communism is through Ani¬ 
mal Farm.” 

People from the Stop the War Coali¬ 
tion would then go on to say that we need 
to set up a whole process of political 
education, which has been squeezed out. 
It was interesting that they weren’t dis¬ 
missive. A lot of them are quite sophisti¬ 
cated: they went on the Socialist Alliance 
website and afterwards they were quite 
happy. 

I wasn't covering my views up. I’ve 
been in Preston for 12 years and most 
people know where I’m coming from. 

Did you think you could win? 

I thought we would get a good vote, but 
I didn’t think we would win it. But social¬ 
ist activists in the white community 
stalled to get more confidence from the 


wider support we were getting. There is 
a group of people - it must be the same 
everywhere - who would vote Socialist 
Alliance, who would join the Socialist Al¬ 
liance, if they thought we could win. So 
Preston is important in showing that we 
can win and can make a difference. We 
can become a real alternative. 

At around 5pm on voting day we got 
as many campaigners out as we could 
and we went round doors asking people 
if they’d voted. Some people, including 
in the white community, said: “Are you 
Michael Lavalette? I’ve voted for you. 
because you seem to be the only one 
who did the work. You’ve been around 
and I’ve seen your leaflets. I agree with 
what you're saying.” Nobody told me 
they’d voted Labour. Some people said 
they weren’t going to vote - there were 
more white people who said that than 
from the Asian community. But those 
who said they had voted or would vote 
all said they were voting for me. Maybe 
they said the same thing to all the candi¬ 
dates, but by six or seven o’clock I stalled 


thinking we were going to get quite a 
good vote. 

It was a real boost when we won. The 
alliance had been very weak in Preston 
because of various things that had hap¬ 
pened over the last couple of years. Peo¬ 
ple who were in favour of the left getting 
together didn’t join the SA because they 
looked around and said, "Here’s the left, 
all squabbling and arguing.” They 
thought we weren’t a credible alternative. 
However, through the anti-war cam¬ 
paign, through the election campaign, 
our relationship with the Independent 
Labour councillors is back to what it was. 

A number of people who had been 
considering joining the alliance but 
moved away from us have now come 
back. The atmosphere on the May Day 
march last weekend was just great. Peo¬ 
ple from all across the labour movement 
came up and shook my hand. 

The main union speaker was a Labour 
Party member until day one of the war, 
when he ripped up his card. His whole 
speech centred on how fantastic it was 
that Michael Lavalette had been elected 
for the Socialist Alliance, and we should 
all get together. The result has had a real 
impact on Lancashire, especially when 
you think about what happened in Bum- 
ley. So the future’s looking bright if we 
get it right. 

There has been a lot of criticism of 
the fact that the alliance has tended 
to be switched off in between 
elections, leading to demoralisation. 
Is there a danger of that happening 
in Preston? 

I don’t want the SA to become an elec¬ 
toral alliance only, because I don’t think 
we’ll ever make a breakthrough like that. 
It’s no good getting together three weeks 
before an election - you’ve got to build 
and to have been around. You can build 
the alliance and link the various cam¬ 
paigns - they don’t pull in different di¬ 
rections. It would have been mad if all 
anti-war activity had been coordinated 
through the Socialist Alliance - we would 
never have pulled the Asian community 
on board the way we have. 

The criticism has not been that the 
alliance should have substituted for 
the anti-war campaign. It is that the 
SA has been scarcely visible within 
it. For example, Lindsey German and 
John Rees did not present them¬ 
selves as Socialist Alliance mem¬ 


bers on STWC platforms. 

I’ve already started to line up a whole 
series of meetings. I’ve written to the 
Muslim Forum in Preston. I’ve met 
someone from Usdaw, whose main 
branch is in Town Centre. I’ve drawn up 
a list of union branches so I can ask 
them if I can come and speak about my 
role as a councillor and who the Social¬ 
ist Alliance are. 

I can reverse the criticism you’re mak¬ 
ing. It may not have been done fantasti¬ 
cally well, but it seems to me that the only 
people who were handing out Socialist 
Alliance leaflets and placards during the 
anti-war campaign, as far as I could see, 
were SWP members. On the trains from 
Liveipool, for example, if it hadn’t been 
for SWP people handing out SA stuff it 
wouldn’t have happened. 

I’m sure that’s right. The criticism is 
not just of the SWP. But what we 
have pointed out is that, at a time 
when people were crying out for an 
alternative, instead of giving them 
that alternative, with the postpone¬ 
ment of the conference the Socialist 
Alliance was put on hold. 

I was speaking at meeting after meeting 
for the Stop the War Coalition. There was 
so much going on at that time, it was so 
intense. I’m not sure if I would have been 
able to squeeze it in. I think it was right to 
postpone the conference. We were hav¬ 
ing really good, really big Stop the War 
events, which laid the basis for people 
to split from Labour and come over to the 
Socialist Alliance in Preston. 

Where now for the Socialist Alli¬ 
ance? 

The SA must be organic. It’s got to be 
there all the time. We cannot run it on the 
basis of three weeks before an election. 
It’s got to become a real part of the move¬ 
ment or else it isn’t anything. That’s how 
we’ll become an alternative for disen¬ 
chanted Labour members. That’s how 
we’ll become the alternative for the mi¬ 
nority communities. If we just leave it for 
elections, I don’t think we’ll ever get the 
breakthrough • 


Preston, Town Centre 

SA 

546 

Labour 

440 

Tory 

228 

Liberal Democrat 

220 



BNP boneheads in Burton suits 


BNP gains from left default 


C ontinuing where it left off in last 
year’s council elections, when it 
won three council seats in Bum- 
ley, Lancashire, the far-right British Na¬ 
tional Party enjoyed further success on 
May 1. It not only took five more seats in 
Burnley, but added two seats in 
Sandwell, West Midlands, one in nearby 
Dudley, one in Calderdale (Halifax), one 
in Stoke-on-Trent and one in Broxboume, 
Hertfordshire. 

The initial terrain of this far-right suc¬ 
cess has often been economically de¬ 
pressed, white working class areas in the 
north and parts of the Midlands, located 
near to significant migrant communities. 
Such sections of the white working class 
have perceived themselves as being 
forced by the New Labour/Tory neolib¬ 
eral agenda to compete for the meagre 
resources the local capitalist state is pre¬ 
pared to concede. 

Against a backdrop of incendiary 
press and government propaganda 
against asylum-seekers, and particularly 
the so-called ‘war against terrorism', the 


BNP sees its opportunity to pose as the 
defender of ‘indigenous’ poorer commu¬ 
nities in the face of their evident aban¬ 
donment by Labour - the party that used 
to at least pretend to represent the inter¬ 
ests of workers as a class - while inciting 
such sectors to see migrants, instead of 
the bosses, as their enemies. Now it ap¬ 
pears that the fascists are also making 
progress in middle class areas, often ad¬ 
jacent to the site of their original inroads, 
as the capture of a number of such seats 
in Burnley attests, as well as in affluent 
Broxboume. 

This poisonous racist/fascist influ¬ 
ence urgently needs to be taken on and 
defeated, since it not only poses an omi¬ 
nous threat to the security of migrants: 
it also cripples the ability of workers, of 
whatever ethnic origin, to fight for a bet¬ 
ter life. The growth of a fascist organi¬ 
sation such as the BNP - though still 
very small and engaged in a strategy of 
seeking respectability - strengthens the 
extra-state forces of reaction that in 
some future social crisis could be used 


to drown the labour movement in blood 
and uproot all democratic and working 
class gains. 

However, the fact that the fascists, us¬ 
ing their new ‘respectable’ strategy, have 
taken root in a number of northern and 
Midland towns and are on the road to 
becoming a real national force, is mainly 
the fault of the left itself. The left, after all, 
in theory at least, holds most of the aces 
in this period. 

For instance, given the huge anti-war 
mobilisations, which shook the govern¬ 
ment to its foundations and whose af¬ 
tershocks continue to be felt, as these 
elections demonstrate, why is it that a left 
that can take the lead in mobilising two 
million people on the streets of London 
can win no more than one council seat in 
the whole of England and Wales? Why 
is it that the BNP, which was nowhere in 
this movement, can nevertheless outpoll 
the left many times over when it comes 
to an election? 

Political incoherence, sectarian frag¬ 
mentation and lack of self-belief in its ca¬ 


pacity to unite in a single party are the 
fundamental reasons. The Socialist Alli¬ 
ance played virtually no role in the anti¬ 
war movement - its conference was 
cancelled, so that the Socialist Workers 
Party could get on with the really impor¬ 
tant business of selling Socialist Worker 
to the anti-war masses and handing out 
SWP membership cards like confetti. 

If the SA had taken a leading role in 
the anti-war movement, if it had been 
identified as being the main left force or¬ 
ganising anti-war activity, this would 
have reinforced the election campaign 
and could have meant that instead of the 
Lib Denis, scandalously, being the ben¬ 
eficiary of anti-war protest votes, the SA 
could have so benefited. But, while, 
thanks to the SWP, Charles Kennedy 
was given a free platform on the massive 
February 15 demo, the SA was effectively 
no-platfonned by being denied any iden¬ 
tifiable speaker. 

Instead of counterposing a credible so¬ 
cialist campaign to the demoralisation 
that leads working people to turn to the 


BNP, from the SWP we get... the turgid, 
effectively counterproductive propa¬ 
ganda of the Anti-Nazi League: ‘Don’t 
vote Nazi,’ they plead with the BNP’s 
potential voters. 

In the more traditional working class 
areas, in the absence of a credible social¬ 
ist campaign, this simply means ‘Vote La¬ 
bour’. But of course it is bitter 
disillusionment with Labour that leads 
such people to consider voting BNP in 
the first place. Worse, in those seats tar¬ 
geted by the BNP that are traditional Tory 
territory, the propagation of this slogan 
can only mean one thing: vote Conserva¬ 
tive. 

For the left to campaign on such a cra¬ 
ven, capitulationist basis is to hand the 
BNP victory on a plate. We socialists, 
who are supposed to offer a genuinely 
revolutionary, radical alternative to capi¬ 
talism and all its works, are identified with 
the New Labour and Tory establishment. 
Such a strategy amounts to cutting our 
own throats • 

Kit Robinson 
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SCOTLAND AND WALES 


Scotland has “put socialism back onto the agenda”. But is Scotland so different from England and Wales? What 
sort of campaign did the SSP conduct? And is the SSP beyond criticism? Our reporters give some answers 


SSP jumps from one to six 


A t the end of an exhausting and 
frenetic election campaign by 
thousands of grassroots activ¬ 
ists, Scottish Socialist Party comrades are 
justified in feeling a sense of elation after 
the tremendous electoral success last 
Thursday. 

Opinion polls had suggested that as 
many as eight new SSP members might 
be elected. In the event we had to be 
content with six MSPs. Nevertheless, the 
four-week hard slog of door-to-door can¬ 
vassing, leafleting and public meetings 
had revealed what was confirmed by the 
result: a tremendous increase in support 
for our party. Comrades Rosie Kane, 
Carolyn Leckie, Colin Fox, Frances 
Curran and Rosemary Byme will now join 
comrade Sheridan in parliament. 

It is worth examining some of the sta¬ 
tistics behind this success. In the partial 
proportional representation system in 
Scotland, two votes are cast. One for the 
constituency seats (first past the post) 
and one for the regional lists (single trans¬ 
ferable vote). 

In 1999 the SSP stood in only 19 con¬ 
stituencies and polled around one per¬ 
cent of the total vote across Scotland. In 
2003 we contested all but three of the 72 
seats, increasing our support to 6.2%. On 
the regional list, support rose from 2% in 
1999 to 7.68% this time. Tommy Sheridan 
increased his vote in his Glasgow Pollok 
constituency from 21.5% to 27.9% and 
we picked up 15.2% on the Glasgow list, 
winning a second MSP in the city. 
These are significant and certainly en¬ 


couraging steps forward, demonstrating 
an increased trend towards rejection of 
the bourgeois political parties and a de¬ 
sire to seek out a movement, however 
embryonic, that will place independent 
working class interests at the head of the 
political agenda. The low turnout of 49% 
also demonstrates that large sections of 
the class have still to be won over. 

Widespread voter apathy among the 
traditional mainstream party supporters, 
political squabbling and the perceived 
failure of the Holyrood parliament to de¬ 
liver shows that all is not well with New 
Labour’s constitutional experiment in 
devolution. The reformed constitutional 
monarchy system still suffers from a lack 
of legitimacy. Something that was par¬ 
ticularly highlighted by the war of con¬ 
quest directed against Iraq. Neither the 
people of Scotland nor the people in the 
United Kingdom as a whole had a vote 
on this vital question of war and peace. 
Effectively the prime minister decided and 
pushed his decision to back US 
superimperialism top down through the 
cabinet, through the payroll ranks into 
the House of Commons. 

The war was a major feature of the elec¬ 
tions. Those who firmly opposed the war 
benefited - the SSP and the Greens. 
Those who vacillated were punished - 
the Scottish National Party and the Lib¬ 
eral Democrats. The SSP made sure of 
this. 

A casualty for the left was the defeat 
of John McAllion (Labour) in the Dun¬ 
dee East constituency. He lost out to 



Colin Fox MSP: singing 


Shona Robison (SNP) by 90 votes - a 
blow to the left in the Labour Party and 
to the SSP which rightly decided not to 
oppose him in this election. Comrade 
McAllion supported many SSP policies 
and has been a useful ally over all man¬ 
ner of causes. 

On the day after the election the SSP 
held a press conference at the Glasgow 


Film Theatre. No longer a lone one-man 
political band, the party is now viewed 
as a significant political force, and is bet¬ 
ter equipped to take forward the strug¬ 
gle for working class interests in 
Scotland. However, the SSP’s socialism 
is of a national variety and comrade Sher¬ 
idan stressed that the party would con¬ 
tinue to campaign inside and outside the 
parliament for an independent Scotland. 
A strategy greatly weakened by the set¬ 
backs suffered by the SNP and Labour’s 
unexpected resilience. Alan McCombes 
- behind the scenes the SSP’s guiding 
thinker - has theorised an almost inexo¬ 
rable and unstoppable rise in Scottish 
nationalism. His plan was - first the SNP, 
then capitalist independence, then us. 

Nevertheless comrade Sheridan dog¬ 
gedly justified separatism. Only through 
independence could a better society be 
built. “I believe we live in a very, veiy 
wealthy country; a country where it’s a 
crime that we have so much poverty, so 
much inequality” he said. The comrade 
concluded by promising to “shake up 
Scottish politics” over the next four years 
and “put socialism back on the political 
agenda.” 

Communists are obliged to caution 
against the idea that independence can 


achieve what comrade Sheridan says it 
can - democracy, prosperity and equal¬ 
ity. To those in the SSP, such as the SW 
platform, who remain diplomatically si¬ 
lent as our leadership advocates break¬ 
ing up, not smashing, the UK state, and 
splitting, not uniting, the working class 
in Britain we shall remind you that social¬ 
ism cannot simply be “put back on the 
political agenda” in one small semi-king¬ 
dom. Socialism is a worldwide movement 
of the working class and is international 
or it is nothing. 

Socialism can find expression in par¬ 
liamentary battles, but only as part of a 
universal movement of the working 
class. So standing in elections helps to 
build organisation and gauge support on 
the ground, and having socialist candi¬ 
dates elected provides an opportunity for 
agitation. But the main immediate target 
must be the existing state, hi other words 
die United Kingdom. And in our condi¬ 
tions that must also necessitate uniting 
comrades throughout the Europe Union. 
An “independent socialist Scodand” - ie, 
socialism in one (tiny) country - is an il¬ 
lusion, and the separatist padi will take 
us no nearer than we are now to working 
class liberation • 

Ronnie Mejka 


More than its parts 


True allegiance 


T he six newly elected SSP MSPs made 
a considerable impact with their re¬ 
publican protests against the oath of al¬ 
legiance when they were sworn in at 
Holyrood on May 7. 

Tommy Sheridan read a short state¬ 
ment: “I and my party colleagues were 
elected on a clear and honest commitment 
to an independent socialist Scotland, a 
socialist republic, a Scodand of citizens, 
not a Scodand of subjects. We will con¬ 
tinue to fight for such a Scodand.” 

He was followed by Cohn Fox, MSP 
for Lothians, who sang Robert Bums’s 
‘A man’s a man for a’ that’, before pre¬ 
siding officer Sir David Steel called out: 
“I’m sorry, there’s no singing in parlia¬ 
ment. Order ...” and had the microphone 
switched off. Rosie Kane, Glasgow’s 
second SSP representative in Holyrood. 
had written, “My oath is to the people” 
on the palm of her hand, which she held 
up as she took the affirmation. 


Not wishing to be outdone. Green 
Party and SNP members thought it wise 
to stress their own commitment to the 
people’s sovereignty. Robin Harper de¬ 
clared: “On behalf of the Scottish Green 
Party I wish to affirm that our priority will 
be to serve the people of Scotland who 
are sovereign in this land”, while SNP 
leader John Swinney felt obliged to state: 
“On behalf of my colleagues can I con¬ 
firm the prime loyalty of the Scottish 
National Party is to the people of Scot¬ 
land, in the constitutional tradition of the 
sovereignty of the people”, before he 
went on to take the oath. 

Members are obliged to swear (“so 
help me god”) or affirm that they “wid be 
faithful and bear tme allegiance to her 
majesty Queen Elizabeth, her heirs and 
successors, according to law" before 
being allowed to represent their working 
class voters • 

Alan Fox 
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A dvances made since the SSP 
emerged from its Scottish Socialist 
Alliance womb have been very impres¬ 
sive. We communists certainly applaud 
the unity of the left which made it all pos¬ 
sible. 

Within the SSP there are still a wide va¬ 
riety of competing factions or platforms. 
Committee for a Workers’ International, 
the International Socialist Movement, the 
Socialist Worker platform, Scottish Re¬ 
publican Socialist Movement, Republi¬ 
can Communist Network (Scotland), 
Alliance for Workers' Liberty, Workers’ 
Unity and the CPGB. The fact that these 
factions can unite - diough not like, let 
alone love, each other - has encouraged 
a whole layer of former Labourites and 
SNPers, as well as many hundreds of 
people entirely new to politics, to join the 
SSP. The toleration of factions and allow¬ 


ing them space to present and argue for 
their views is therefore vital. 

Significantiy the SSP’s constitution per¬ 
mits ad manner of platforms to publish and 
sell literature at party events - though tiiere 
are ‘guidelines’ which prohibit die public 
sale of partisan literature. Platforms can 
also submit by right motions for the an¬ 
nual conference - held this year on sched¬ 
ule in Glasgow despite the threat of war. 

But the SSP is not only the sum of its 
parts. It is not a united front of any one 
group or a united front of the groups. The 
aim is clear - building a party with a party 
culture. 

That is what marks the SSP out in com¬ 
parison to the Socialist Alliance in Eng¬ 
land and Wales. The SSP has a 
leadership and a membership that are 
committed to its success and not simply 
to using it for elections or as a field of 


recruitment. The Scottish Socialist Alli¬ 
ance could never have won six MSPs. 
However flawed, the commitment made 
in 1997 to form a party was a crucial step 
forward. 

Given the composition and number of 
platforms, not every SSP member agrees 
with every aspect of party policy (for 
example, the national question is raised 
annually at conference and the national¬ 
ist orientation is opposed by a principled 
minority), but there is agreement never¬ 
theless to accept policy. Rather than leave 
the party because of differences, the dis¬ 
parate groups have united. The SSP is 
by no means the perfect model, but such 
a democratic, disciplined approach has 
been a contributory factor in the party’s 
success on May 1 and should be noted 
elsewhere • 

Sarah McDonald 


Mark Steele’s beacon 


O n Saturday May 3, at Edin¬ 
burgh’s May Day celebra¬ 
tions, Mark Steele of the 
Socialist Workers Party spoke at 
length of his admiration for the 
SSP’s “beacon” of success. He 
congratulated the Scottish comrades 
for bringing passion back to the 
political arena. He ridiculed the pro¬ 
big business parties’ claim that the 
49% turnout was due partly to 
apathy among the electorate. Com¬ 
rade Steele correctly pointed out that 
the millions on the streets of London 
and Glasgow overwhelmingly 
contradicted this claim. The masses 
do care, but they do not care to vote 
for establishment parties that refuse 
to listen to the demands of millions. 

There is surely a lesson here for 
our SWP comrades, as the leading 
organisation within the Socialist 


Alliance in England and Wales. If the 
SA ever hopes to become a serious 
organisation in fighting for working 
class liberation, the leadership must 
strive to push the alliance beyond its 
existing level of organisation towards 
a party. The SA needs to become the 
embodiment of something that can 
organise effectively within the class, 
not artificially held back as a ‘united 
front of a special kind’. As an 
example, when the warmongers 
ordered the invasion of Iraq, the SSP, 
as a party and with an established 
anti-war programme, was in a 
position to deal effectively with the 
changing political situation. In 
contrast the SA reacted by cancelling 
its conference and dispersing its 
forces into the anti-war movement 
under a variety of separate banners. 

When the SA conference at long 


last reconvenes on May 10, will the 
“beacon” seen by Mark Steele and 
many others have the strength to 
penetrate the consciousness of our 
comrades in the SWP? How con¬ 
vinced do our comrades in England 
and Wales have to be that the not 
insignificant achievements of the 
SSP can easily be repeated? 

The key surely is unity within the 
SA and a ‘passionate’ drive towards a 
party. If the SSP is left to its own 
devices in Scotland, with a disjointed 
and ineffective SA failing dismally in 
England and Wales, then the prospect 
of a strengthened, united working 
class movement in Britain will itself 
be weakened. The SSP leadership - 
and much of the rank and file - 
already dismisses linking up with the 
SA as an irrelevance • 

Sarah McDonald 
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Cardiff assembly 

Left on the margins 


T he second election to the Welsh na¬ 
tional assembly on May 1 resulted in 
modest gains for the Labour Party, 
giving it 30 of the 60 seats. Labour 
must decide now whether to reactivate its coa¬ 
lition with the Liberal Democrats or attempt 
to govern alone. 

The only real disappointment for Labour 
was its defeat in the Wrexham constituency, 
where deselected assembly member John 
Marek, standing as an independent, was able 
to beat the Labour candidate. The defeat in a 
previously safe Labour constituency has 
deprived Welsh Labour of a clear working ma¬ 
jority in the new assembly. 

Yet the most interesting aspect of the results 
was the collapse of Plaid Cymru. The number 
of seats won by the nationalists fell from the 17 
it won in 1999 to just 12 - just one more than the 
Conservatives. Its decline was greatest in South 
Wales, where it lost all three of the constitu¬ 
ency seats - Rhondda, Islwyn, and Llanelli - that 
it won from Labour four years ago. 

In both Rhondda and Islwyn Plaid’s share 
of the vote sunk by some 22%. In the latter 
constituency the vote for the Plaid candidate 
was only 1,700 more than the third-placed can¬ 
didate - Paul Taylor, who stood as the Tinker 
Against the Assembly. 

Clearly the forward march of the national¬ 
ists in the English-speaking industrial areas 
of south Wales has been halted and reversed. 
It is possible, at least in some ways, to see the 
1999 result as an aberration, caused in part by 
Tony Bair’s decision to foist the unwanted 
Alun Michael on the Welsh Labour Party. 

Also, Rhodri Morgan’s strategy to place 
some ‘clear red water’ between Welsh Labour 
and the party nationally has also paid divi¬ 
dends. With a modest revival of the principali¬ 
ty’s economy in recent years, this has also 
persuaded disenchanted working class vot¬ 
ers to return to the fold. 

Despite the eccentric backing of RMT’s 
Bob Crow, in no sense should socialists 
mourn the decline in Plaid’s vote. The party is 
nothing more than a petty bourgeois nation¬ 
alist organisation, which mouths left rhetoric 
only when it searches for votes in south 
Wales. The experience of Plaid-dominated 
councils has been enough to demonstrate that 
its practice is anti-working class to the core. 

Yet it would be wrong to write off Plaid as a 
significant force in Welsh politics. The Labour 
revival was a modest one, based on a turnout 
of only 38%, down eight percent on the al¬ 
ready low figure of 46% in 1999. Labour only 
needs to be blown off course by political and 
economic events for a resurgence of Plaid to 
take place. 

This is even more likely to be the case, given 
that Plaid is still widely regarded as the only 
political alternative for working class voters 
in Wales. Unlike Scotland, where the Scottish 
Socialist Party has now become a significant 
force, the left still spectacularly fails to make 
any inroads into the political consciousness 
of workers. 

Divided as it is between a myriad of com¬ 
peting tendencies, the left in Wales remains 
on the extreme margins. Despite the appear¬ 
ance of Arthur Scargill’s name on the ballot 
paper, the Socialist Labour Party’s perform¬ 
ance was dismal. In the Ogmore constituency, 
Chris Herriott was unable to repeat the 7% he 
achieved in the 2002 by-election, this time re¬ 
ceiving less than three percent of the vote. 

Standing on the three regional lists in south 
Wales, Scargill’s party could only muster be¬ 
tween 1.8% and 2.5% of the vote, well beaten 
by the Greens and the UK Independence Party. 
Scargill’s absurd boast that the SLP was Brit¬ 
ain’s “fourth largest party” has long since 
been exposed for what it was. 

Peter Taaffe’s Socialist Party, standing on 
the Socialist Alternative ticket, contested two 
constituencies. In Aberavon its candidate, 
Rob Williams, won 3.2% of the vote, whilst in 
Cardiff South and Penarth Dave Bartlett re¬ 
ceived 2.9%. Not any kind of success by a 
long road, but it will at least allow the SP to 
brag that it is a more effective electoral force 
than the Welsh Socialist Alliance. 



Welsh Socialist Alliance Against the War 
stood in five of the 40 constituency seats. 
Effectively moribund, the alliance lacked any 
semblance of a coordinated national cam¬ 
paign - no manifesto, no broadcast - noth¬ 
ing other than a set of amateurish localist 
campaigns. 

Thus WSA candidates got sadly predict¬ 
able results. The share of the vote for the five 
candidates was 0.8%, 0.9%, 1.4%, 1.8% and 
2.6%. The latter vote was achieved by Raja 
Gul Raiz in Cardiff Central, where he was able 
to capitalise, at least a little, on the anti-war 
sentiment of local muslims. Yet with an aver¬ 
age of just 1.5% of the vote in the constitu¬ 
encies contested, the WSA will have little to 
be pleased about. 

Clearly the staggering contrast with the 
performance of the SSP must surely force the 
left in Wales and England to wake up urgently 
to take a close look at itself. Divided into in¬ 


consequential sects, it has been slow to rec¬ 
ognise the need for unity and the necessity 
for a unified party. Whether the left has ei¬ 
ther the imagination or ambition to break from 
its old habits remains to be seen. 

Already there is speculation that John 
Marek might seek to organise a party to the 
left of Labour. 

Yet this seems an unlikely prospect. 
Whilst it may have been tactically correct for 
socialists to advocate a vote for Marek in the 
elections, he is not a credible leader of a left- 
wing party - Marek is, at best, a maverick, with¬ 
out any track record of principled socialist 
activity. 

Yet the fact that someone like Marek can 
be touted as a leader shows really how the 
left in the principality has failed to make head¬ 
way in forging a genuine socialist alternative 
to Labourism and Welsh nationalism • 

Cameron Richards 


Mackay re-elected 


T he SSP’s six MSPs and the SA’s 
councillor in Preston were not the 
only successes for the left on May 1. 

The Socialist Party’s Karen Mackay 
retained her seat in Coventry St 
Michaels, increasing her vote to 1,185 
(48.4%). Although she was the only 
candidate elected, there were other SP 
results that compared favourably to 
those of the SA, although clearly on a 
much smaller scale. Peter Glover polled 
672 votes (34%) in Netherton and Orrell, 
Merseyside and five other candidates 
received more than 10%. The SP con¬ 
tested 25 council seats in England. 

In Scotland the Socialist Labour Party 


stood a full slate of candidates (a good 
many from south of the border) for the 
regional lists, where they won between 
0.8% and 2.6%. The SLP’s 3,091 votes in 
Glasgow (1.5%) represented just under a 
tenth of the SSP’s return. The Morning 
Star’s Communist Party of Britain did 
even worse, gaining only 345 votes in the 
city. 

Neither the SLP nor the CPB is very 
forthcoming about the number of their 
candidates or their results in the English 
council elections, leading to the suspi¬ 
cion that they were not exactly earth- 
shattering • 

Peter Manson 


Fighting fund 

Do your bit 


After our success in busting through our 
April target, hopefully May’s fund will 
prove equally successful in achieving the 
full £500 and more. We have got off to a 
reasonable start, thanks to donations from 
RP (£22), CP and MM (£20 each), SB (£15) 
and FJ (£5). Together with a total of £80 in 
standing orders, we already have £162. 

Comrade CP handed over his £20 note 
at London’s May Day demo. He is a regu¬ 
lar web reader of ours - one of many, of 
course (last week 8,041 people logged on 
to cpgb.org.uk), but most tend to take us 
for granted. Very wrong, of course: with¬ 


out the full £500 over and above the money 
we get from subscriptions and sales there 
would be no Weekly Worker. 

So let me make yet another appeal to 
those thousands of cyberspace readers. 
Please do your bit. But don’t wait until you 
bump into us on the next demo: pop your 
cheque in the post. Better still, how about 
taking out a monthly standing order? • 
Robbie Rix 


Ask for a bankers order form, or 
send cheques, payable to Weekly 
Worker 




socialisfallonce 

cflrt// Tr 


contribution 

Jkx Corod 


Communist 
Partv books 


Problems 


JuckConrad 


■ Which road? 

The programmes of ‘official communism’ were designed to 
serve those in the workers’ movement who had no interest in 
revolution, those who preferred compromise with capitalism 
rather than its destruction. 

Jack Conrad also deals with the reformist programme of Peter 
Taaffe’s group and lays the groundwork necessary for drafting 
a revolutionary programme. 

E6.95/C11 

■ From October to August 

Articles by Jack Conrad, charting the rise and demise of the 
USSR from Stalin’s monocratic dictatorship to the twists and 
turns of Gorbachev’s perestroika and Yeltsin’s counter-coup. 
Throughout there is a stress on the necessity of democracy. 

E6.95/C11 

■ In the enemy camp 

Examines the theory and practice of communist electoral work. 
Particular attention is paid to the Bolsheviks’ anti-boycottism 
and their strategy for revolution. Vital for Socialist Alliance ac¬ 
tivists. 

£4.95/€7.75 

■ Problems of communist organisation 

What is the correct balance between democracy and central¬ 
ism? Jack Conrad explores this thorny issue in his historically 
significant argument against a disgruntled minority who de¬ 
serted the CPGB in 1992. 

£4.95/€7.75 

■ A plan for miners 

The Communist Party’s ‘anti-submission’ to the Tory govern¬ 
ment’s 1992 coal review. The case is made for working class self¬ 
activity and socialism. Arthur Scargill famously disowned it. 

£1.00/€1.50 

■ Towards a Socialist Alliance party 

Jack Conrad’s book argues for the Socialist Alliance to move to 
a higher organisational and political stage. Drawing on an ex¬ 
tensive study of history, this work presents the ways and means 
of arriving at that end. 

£7.00/€ll 


Buy all 6 books for £23/€36 and save £8.80/€l4 
Delivery free within the United Kingdom 


Please send me a copy of: 

Which road? □ 

From October to August □ 

In the enemy camp □ 

Problems of communist organisation □ 
A plan for miners □ 

Towards a Socialist Alliance party □ 


I enclose a cheque, payable to CPGB, for 

£/€ __ 

Name_ 

Add ress_ 


Email_ 

Please return to CPGB address 
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CONFERENCE 

Relaunch the alliance 


Key motions 


Working class party 

Socialist Alliance conference notes the development of parties such as the Scottish Socialist Party 
and Rifondazione Comunista which have established themselves as serious political forces through 
a unity of purpose towards making the party the focus of public work and a consistent approach of 
raising the profile of their parties in working class communities and among young people in particular. 
The SSP now has six members of the Scottish parliament, consistently polls 7% to 8% support in 
Scotland and is expanding beyond the traditional areas of strength for the left in the central belt of 
the country. 

The Socialist Alliance resolves to play a leading role in the struggle for a new workers’ party 
by taking the following steps. 

1. Seek to set up a ‘campaign for a new workers’ party' jointly with other socialist and 
trade union organisations and activists committed to that goal and to seek liaison and 
cooperation with that campaign on elections and other political issues. 

2. The Socialist Alliance adopts the aim of a workers’ party in its constitution. 

3. The Socialist Alliance includes arguments for a new workers’ party as part of its 
campaigning propaganda. 

SA paper 

Conference instructs the incoming executive to launch a regular Socialist Alliance news¬ 
paper. The role of the paper would be to cover current events and Socialist Alliance 
activities and to promote political debate amongst Socialist Alliance members. 

A daily SA paper would help Councillor 
Lavalette get our message across 



T here is a challenge before the So¬ 
cialist Alliance this conference. 
Can it make itself relevant to the 
broader processes unfolding in 
the workers’ movement or will it degen¬ 
erate into another sclerotic appendage of 
the Socialist Workers Party? 

During the war on Iraq the Socialist Al¬ 
liance all but disappeared. Conference 
was postponed. The groups, led by the 
SWP, prioritised building their own or¬ 
ganisations. This was infamously under¬ 
lined by SWP secretary Chris Bambery’s 
emailed instruction to his members to un¬ 
dertake only the selling of Socialist 
Worker on the two-million-strong Feb¬ 
ruary 15 anti-war demonstration - explic¬ 
itly at the expense of its ‘united fronts’, 
including the Socialist Alliance. 

The war now over, our still fledgling 
alliance has made a welcome re-emer- 
gence through some better than ex¬ 
pected, if patchy, local election results. 
Michael Lavalette is a councillor in Pres¬ 
ton. A small ray of light. I for one was 
pleasantly surprised we could muster 
163 candidates. Though piddling in com¬ 
parison to what is needed, it is better than 
the 50 or so I thought we would stand. 
The electoral ‘united front’ was turned 
on. 

What of conference itself? It is to be a 
rather pinched affair. While not reduced 
to the fiasco of ‘official’ CPGB con¬ 
gresses in the 1980s run by the Marxism 
Today faction, where ‘one-minute de¬ 
mocracy’ was the order of the day, con¬ 
tributions will be limited to three minutes. 
Comrades will have to show some con¬ 
siderable discipline. Perhaps it was an 
etxor to limit things to one day. The So¬ 
cialist Alliance conference in Australia, 
taking place at the same time, is over three 
days. 

Conference arrangements committee 
(CAC) has been quite brutal in the draw¬ 
ing up of the agenda. The CAC report, 
to be delivered by Martin Thomas (Alli¬ 
ance for Workers’ Liberty), will recom¬ 
mend the remitting and withdrawal of a 
number of motions and amendments. 
Some have been ruled out of order, while 
many others have been voluntarily with¬ 
drawn or composited. 

The agenda is in four main sections: 
(1) the war; (2) future of the SA; (3) anti¬ 
fascism and anti-racism; 4) trade unions 
and the Labour Party. If there is not time 
for the fourth item, there is a recommen¬ 
dation that this will fonn the main busi¬ 
ness for a future national council. Other 
agenda items are constitutional amend¬ 
ments; financial report; and election of 
executive, appeals committee and audi¬ 
tors. 

Before we get to the war there will be 
some procedural matters: the report from 
the CAC and introductory remarks by 
Nick Wrack, the proposed chair for the 
first session. It is here that any challenges 
to the CAC report will be taken - and there 
may well be some. 

A speaker from the Scottish Socialist 
Party has been invited to speak for five 
minutes followed by five minutes from 
our new councillor, Michael Lavalette. 
The SSP has not yet confirmed its at¬ 
tendance. Later in the day there will be a 
guest speaker from the Stop the War 
Coalition. An RMT executive member, 
Mark Serwotka and George Galloway 
have also been invited. 

Iraq 

On to the war. There are three motions to 
be considered and one amendment. The 
first motion is from the CPGB. It has been 
made lengthy and a tad unwieldy by our 
acceptance, to save conference time, of 
a long amendment from the Revolution¬ 
ary Democratic Group. Nevertheless, it 
outlines a clear, anti-imperialist and revo¬ 
lutionary-democratic set of principles on 
the war and where it fits into the overall 
plans of US imperialism. Further, it points 


to die necessity of building a political al¬ 
ternative based on the anti-war move¬ 
ment - it applauds the People’s Assembly 
initiative. 

Noting that the involvement of the 
Muslim Association of Britain is merely 
a tactical question, it calls on socialists 
to combat all backward and religious 
ideas. There is a call for the S A to initiate 
an Iraqi workers solidarity campaign. 
Added on is the RDG’s recipe for a revo¬ 
lutionary democratic approach to post¬ 
war Iraq - while it is not how I would write 
it and is overly prescriptive, it is broadly 
acceptable. 

John Rees (SWP) has moved an ano¬ 
dyne motion on the Stop the War Coali¬ 
tion, which is merely a reiteration of 
existing policy and practice: ie, to sup¬ 
port the STWC. He has accepted an 
amendment from Alan Thomett (Interna¬ 
tional Socialist Group), which calls for an 
increased profile for the Socialist Alliance 
in the anti-war movement. All this is emi¬ 
nently supportable. 

The problem is that it gives no clear 
political lead. What do we think of the 
Liberal Democrats, the MAB, People’s 
Assemblies and so on? The political 
sphere must presumably be kept as the 
preserve of the SWP. To actually bring 
your honestly held opinions (which de¬ 
termines what happens in the real world 
anyway) into the SA is bizarrely branded 
as a sectarian parade. 

An amendment to this composited 
SWP/ISG motion comes from the RDG. 
It goes further than the Thomett amend¬ 
ment and calls for not just a physical dis¬ 
tinction within the movement, through 
stalls and the like, but a dealer political dis¬ 
tinction - differentiating us from pacifists, 
anarchists, syndicalists. It calls on our 
movement to be one aimed at getting rid 
of the Blair government. All pretty un- 
controversial, I would have thought, but 
the SWP will vote against just because 
Steve Freeman - expelled from the SWP in 
the mists of pre-history - is motivating it. 

The AWL also has a motion on the 
war. While much of it is worthwhile, it 
opposes co-sponsorship of any event 
with MAB on principle. Further, it says 
nothing on the preference socialists in 
Britain should have during the war. The 
AWL refused to call for the defeat of US/ 
UK imperialism during the war. In fact for 
them the main enemy appears to have 
been Saddam Hussein and his regime. 

CAC is recommending three motions 
are not taken in this section. One from 
Workers Power, one from Julian 
Silverman and one from Martin Ralph. 
The basis of this is that the Workers 
Power motion is out of date: it calls on 
the SA to put forward ‘Defend Iraq’ as a 
key slogan. The other two motions do 


not call on the SA to do anything con¬ 
crete. 

Constitution 

The main business in the section on con¬ 
stitutional amendments is on the method 
of election of the executive committee. 
There are further amendments on wom¬ 
en’s representation within the SA; elec¬ 
tion and structure of the appeals 
committee; tied votes; membership of the 
alliance; and affiliation to the alliance. 

There are four proposals here, two of 
which the CAC is asking to be remitted. 
Tony Reid, no longer an alliance mem¬ 
ber, moved a method which is based on 
regional representation on the executive. 
It is not supportable. The remaining three 
methods are the single transferable vote 
system moved by Phil Pope, a proposal 
from Rob Hoveman (SWP), national sec¬ 
retary, to go with the status quo for this 
conference, but to instruct the incoming 
executive to devise a new system for the 
2004 conference. Finally, there is a 
composited proposal from Jim Jepps and 
the CPGB for an individual-nomination, 
first-past-the-post system. We are of 
course recommending support for the 
Jim Jepps motion, while of course retain¬ 
ing the right to propose this method to 
the incoming executive should comrade 
Hoveman’s motion prevail. 

Vote down Margaret Manning’s call 
for automatic, guaranteed 50-50 repre¬ 
sentation for women on SA bodies. 

Socialist Alliance future 

After lunch we move to discuss the fu¬ 
ture. The CPGB has agreed to withdraw 
its motion in this section and on the SA 
paper question in favour of a composite 
on a campaign for a new workers’ party 
(with the AWL, RDG, James White and 
a number of other independents, includ¬ 
ing David Landau). Along with these 
people (and even Nick Wrack, I believe), 
we are supporting Cambridge SA’s mo¬ 
tion on a new paper. These motions are 
reproduced above. 

The main alternative resolution from 
Alan Thomett, backed by the SWP, has 
the luxury of not having had been 
composited. Comrade Thomett, in fact, 
will be the only one who will have the 
right to present his ‘vision’ for the SA 
without having to go through any proc¬ 
ess of compositing. The CAC, by a vote 
of four to two, has denied the CPGB, 
AWL and Workers Power the right to 
motivate any amendment about the per¬ 
spectives for the alliance as a whole (the 
four: Rob Hoveman, Nick Wrack, Will 
McMahon, Alan Thornett. The two: 
Marcus Strom. Martin Thomas). 

Rob Hoveman said in the CAC he did 
not want to have a parade of the ideas of 


small organisations. Well, to be frank, 
what die fuck is Alan Thomett’s Inter¬ 
national Socialist Group? This barely vis¬ 
ible organisation is able to tout its 
perspective because it has the backing 
of the SWP to do so. 

While it has been very useful for a 
number of comrades to have composited 
motions into a pared back ‘campaign for 
a workers’ party’ motion, it is undemo¬ 
cratic to have further amendments from 
those participants effectively barred. We 
will need to rely on leaflets and our 
postage-stamp, three-minute speeches 
from the floor. 

Comrade Thomett’s long motion is 
generally inoffensive. The CPGB will be 
voting for it. Indeed, it has even taken on 
board ideas put forward by this author 
and this paper: annual conference must 
be considered a “relaunch of the Social¬ 
ist Alliance or at least a relaunch of the 
idea behind the Socialist Alliance”. It calls 
on a new initiative for the greater unity 
of the left - but what are the concrete ini¬ 
tiatives? Why are Alan and his SWP 
backers so shy? Why can’t they say the 
‘p’ word? 

Of course, the SWP already thinks it 
is ‘the party’. While elements of the SWP 
have ‘gone native’ in the Socialist Alli¬ 
ance, it is still a heresy to publicly say 
that the SWP is not the sole alternative - 
even though many, if not most, think so. 
If comrade Thomett wants a party of the 
working class and the left, why can’t he 
say so? 

His motion is ambitious and that is 
good. It aims to have a socialist candi¬ 
date in every constituency at the next 
election - except those where there is a 
Labour left standing. Here is another 
weakness in the motion - there is no clear 
analysis of the Labour Party nor an in¬ 
terventionist approach to it. It leaves our 
attitude passive and hence pretty use¬ 
less. Eg, who is a Labour left and who in 
not? 

I believe the motion supportable, but 
it also requires the motion for a campaign 
for a workers’ party to be passed to give 
it a cutting edge. 

In this section we will also consider the 
single motion for a Socialist Alliance 
newspaper. Comrade Thomett’s resolu¬ 
tion calls for the development of Left Turn, 
along with the creation of an editorial 
structure. This is not enough. How Alan 
can be so ambitious when it comes to the 
next election but is so mealy-mouthed 
about the need for a serious, at least 
weekly. Socialist Alliance newspaper is 
beyond me. 

The AWL is moving an amendment on 
George Galloway to the composited Mer¬ 
seyside motion. It motivates that the SA 
basically have nothing to do with Gallo¬ 


way. That we do not involve ourselves 
with any trade union fringe meetings he 
is attending. I think that, given the cur¬ 
rent witch-hunt against Galloway and his 
suspension by the Labour Party, to dis¬ 
associate ourselves from him in this way 
is quite treacherous. While we have no 
truck for Galloway’s wheeler-dealing, the 
present attack on him is essentially an at¬ 
tack on the anti-war movement as a 
whole. 

Finance and elections 

After the debate on the future of the SA 
Tess McMahon will give the financial re¬ 
port. This is particularly important, given 
the question mark raised over SA fi¬ 
nances last year with the resignation of 
Liz Davies. There will also be elections 
to the executive, appeals committee and. 
if passed, for two internal auditors. 

Anti-fascism and 
anti-racism 

Given the relative success of the BNP in 
gaining council seats, this agenda item 
carries some urgency. Its deliberations 
should be quite straightforward. Moti¬ 
vating the discussion will be the current 
inadequate SA policy, which is simply 
pro-Anti-Nazi League. It does not say 
enough of what we should be doing with 
regard to the ‘anti-racism’ of the state. It 
does not explain what fascism is or where 
it comes from. It is more a ‘Stop the BNP, 
support the ANL’ manifesto. Totally in¬ 
adequate. 

The CPGB has an amendment to this 
which would prevent the SA entering 
into any ‘anti-nazi’ electoral pacts or joint 
statements with Tories, New Labour or 
Liberal Democrats, while urging anti-fas¬ 
cist alliances with anti-Blairite candidates 
from the workers’ movement. 

David Landau has a motion in this 
section which, while it has some good 
stuff in it, commits the S A to stand down 
candidates in areas it thinks the BNP has 
a chance of winning. We must not let the 
BNP set our agenda. Our main enemy in 
this context are not the BNP boneheads 
in Burton suits, but New Labour and the 
government. 

Unions and Labour 

Hopefully conference will have time for 
this section. There are three motions. 

The first is from Dave Hayes (SWP), 
which calls for a renewed effort in the 
campaign to democratise the political 
funds of the unions. All well and good. 

The CPGB resolution calls for an ac¬ 
tive approach to Labour left candidates 
in elections. We oppose the back-room 
approach of comrades such as Alan 
Thornett, which give this or that 
anointed Labour candidate a free run. Our 
approach is to engage with the base sup¬ 
port for such Labour lefts, not do left talk¬ 
ing careerists favours. 

The AWL has a motion which is a cri¬ 
tique of the ‘democratise the funds’ ap¬ 
proach. 

Conclusion 

It will be a very full day. The SWP pain¬ 
fully and barely tolerates the existence of 
the groups to its left. For the moment it 
has to. An alliance around the SWP with 
no dissent? Well, that’s just the SWP. 

We have a chance to relaunch the So¬ 
cialist Alliance project at this conference. 
Alan Thomett’s motion, voted through 
alongside a call to campaign for a work¬ 
ers’ party and the establishment of a regu¬ 
lar Socialist Alliance paper, would be the 
best outcome. We will have to see if the 
SA can begin to reach out into the anti¬ 
war movement and engage with the very 
real flux in the working class. We need to 
establish a space in British politics in 
order to positively resolve the crisis of 
working class representation. 

Have a good conference • 

Marcus Strom 
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Barrier to 

workers’ 

party 

Dave Craig of the Revolutionary 
Democratic Group takes issue with Alan 
Thomett and his anti-party bloc with the 
Socialist Workers Party 


T he International Socialist Group is 
likely to be a major barrier at this So¬ 
cialist Alliance conference to pro¬ 
gressing the fight for a new workers’ 
party. This might seem a strange conclu¬ 
sion, given the ISG support for a new 
party along the lines of the Scottish So¬ 
cialist Party and Rifondazione Comunista 
in Italy. But this commitment is purely for¬ 
mal. It terms of struggle for a new party, 
the pro-party ISG is lining up with the anti¬ 
party Socialist Worker Party. So who is 
fooling whom? 

The SWP is opposed to the SA cam¬ 
paigning in the working class movement 
for a new working class party. At least 
on paper virtually all the rest of the SA 
takes the opposite view. So it is with some 
dismay that we see the ISG motion which 
says that whilst the party is a good idea, 
it is not for now. Instead, we should start 
campaigning work. This is immensely 
helpful to the SWP, who can support the 
motion because it avoids the question 
of campaigning for a workers’ party- This 
hugely strengthens the position of the 
SWP in its resistance to a new party. 

We cannot outvote the SWP. Despite 
what cynics might say we can win them 
over. But persuasion is not simply a mat¬ 
ter of rational arguments, although that 
helps. It is matter of uniting all the pro¬ 
party forces and showing in practice how 
our case can work. The problem is not 
with the SWP, but the pro-party opposi¬ 
tion. 

In the past those in favour of a work¬ 
ers’ party have been unable to unite. The 
May 3 meeting to composite pro-party 
motions was a step forward. The Alliance 
for Workers’ Liberty, Communist Party 
of Great Britain, Revolutionary Demo¬ 
cratic Group, Merseyside SA and James 
White agreed to composite their motions 
with the support of a number of SA in¬ 
dies. It is significant that this pro-work¬ 
ers’ party bloc includes comrade White, 
who has been working with the ISG in 
Resistance. 

However, it was the absence of our pro¬ 
party friends from the meeting that shows 
exactly the problem. Workers Power re¬ 
fused to attend because, “while there 
appears to be similarities between the 
positions we have put forward and those 
of what you call a ‘pro-party’ bloc, the 
differences that exist between us and 
some of the groups and people named 
as being part of the bloc on what sort of 
party we need are vast and a ‘bloc within 


a bloc’ is not something we feel would 
be fruitful at the moment”. 

We will have to see whether Workers 
Power’s refusal to discuss with us will 
lead them to vote against our pro-party 
motion. Otherwise we are dealing with 
sectarianism - raising ideological differ¬ 
ences above practical agreements to fur¬ 
ther the interests of the working class. 
What we have here seems to be a sec¬ 
tarian mindset. 

Alan Thornett of the ISG does not 
have that problem. He was prepared to 
come to our meeting at least to discuss 
with us. But at the 11th hour he changed 
his mind. The reason was that the ISG 
through its motion has aligned itself in 
an anti-party bloc with the SWP. This 
reminds me of when Blair formed an alli¬ 
ance with the much more powerful 
George W Bush. Blair would have us 
believe that he was influencing Bush and 
moderating the war drive. In fact Blair was 
assisting Bush’s war drive by breaking 
the political isolation of US imperialism. 
In this sense Blair was worse titan Bush. 
The latter made clear he was going to 
invade. But Blair played the dishonest 
liberal trying to deceive the people whilst 
supporting rightwing forces. 

The ISG is playing the same role in the 
SA The first step in putting real pressure 
on the SWP to move the SA towards a 
party is uniting the pro-workers’ party 
opposition. By forming a bloc with the 
SWP, the ISG is letting the SWP off the 
hook. Rather than maximising the pres¬ 
sure on the SWP, the ISG is maximising 
the disunity in the pro-party bloc. 

I asked Resistance supporter James 
White about the situation. He explained 
his fear that the ISG would act as cover 
for the SWP. The SWP would sit back 
with its feet up while the ISG did the duty 
work. The SWP did the same thing at the 
December 2001 conference when they 
formed a ‘democratic and effective’ bloc 
with the ISG and CPGB and waved good¬ 
bye to the Socialist Party. The ISG will 
provide the same sort of cover at this 
conference. 

Comrade White summed up the situa¬ 
tion. He explained the danger of Alan 
Thomett’s motion giving the SWP, and 
possibly others, a fig leaf to hide their sec¬ 
tarian position. It would mean the ISG 
‘did its duty’ for left unity, whilst obstruct¬ 
ing it in practice. Sometimes it was better 
to have the hard arguments out in the 
open rather than try to manipulate much 


• Campaigning for a workers’ party 

Discussion meeting, immediately after the end of SA conference - The 
Nan'owboat pub, 119 St Peter’s Street, London Nl. From the school exit, turn 
right and walk towards Angel tube. When you reach St Peter’s Street, instead 
of turning right towards the tube, nim left. The pub is by the bridge over the 
canal. 

Sponsored by CPGB, AWL, RDG and various non-aligned SA members - all 
SA members and supporters invited. 



larger forces into doing what you want. 
I am in agreement with James’s assess¬ 
ment. We saw how Blair ‘manipulated’ 
Bush on the war question. Now Alan 
Thomett ‘outmanoeuvres’ John Rees on 
the party question! 

The problem with the ISG position is 
that it leads to dishonest politics. Logi¬ 
cally the ISG comrades can only justify 
their position by misrepresenting their 
opponents. They have no other option. 
We are calling for the SA to adopt the 
aim of forming a party when the time is 
right. How can the ISG vote against this? 
Only by telling lies about our motion or 
by dumping their own position in prac¬ 
tice without admitting it. We are calling 
on the SA to begin campaigning for a 
new workers’ party. How can the ISG 
disagree with that? Only by misrepresen¬ 
tation or outright lies. 

It is not that Alan Thomett is a dishon¬ 
est comrade who wants to tell lies. It is 
that the ISG has put itself in a political 
position where it can do nothing else. 
What kind of lies must tine ISG tell? That 
we are ultra-lefts who are demanding an 
instant party tomorrow morning, regard¬ 
less of the objective circumstances. Or 
that we do not want to link with broader 
forces in the working class movement. 
Or that the fight for a the united front is 
an alternative to fighting for a new work¬ 
ers’ party when both go together. 

It is no surprise to hear James com¬ 
plaining that in his discussion with ISG 
comrades his position has been misrep¬ 
resented. He says he has never de¬ 
manded that the SA should “become a 
party as soon as possible”. On the con¬ 
trary he argues, as does our composite 
motion, that we need a campaign, inside 
and outside tine SA, to win support for a 
new party. 

At the SA conference we can expect 
more of the same misrepresentation. We 
must be prepared to counter such argu¬ 
ments with the facts. It is not a matter of 
deciding a date to change our name to 
‘party’, as if that were some magic wand. 
That is another issue for another confer¬ 
ence to vote on. It is a matter of uniting 
the S A as a means of fighting for a party 
in the working class movement. It is a 
matter of acting like a party and demon¬ 
strating in practice to workers why we 
need such a party. 

The Socialist Alliance has not made 
any progress towards a new party. If any¬ 
thing, it has gone backwards. The war 
and the anti-war movement has been the 
major test for organisations based on or 
seeking to represent the working class. 


It is therefore time for all SA members to 
take stock in terms of what the SA has 
achieved and what it is failing to do. The 
S A failed the war test for political reasons, 
despite the undoubted work put in by 
some SA activists. 

Far from the SA having any real role in 
the anti-war movement, the ‘united front’ 
collapsed and the constituent parts of 
the alliance went off to do then own thing. 
Bedfordshire SA experienced the same 
process on a small scale in the Vauxhall 
dispute. Instead of seeing the dispute as 
connected to the fight to build the SA, 
the SWP went off to do then own SWP 
intervention. 

Yet the objective circumstances for 
winning the case for a new party ate far 
better than in December 2001. The war 
and the firefighters’ dispute have proved 
that to fight effectively against the pro¬ 
capitalist Labour government we need a 
workers’ party. A workers’ party must 
unite the two major pro-working class tra¬ 
ditions within the British working class - 
socialist (left Labour) and Marxist (or 
communist). 

The war divided the Labour Party more 
deeply than any issue in recent years. It 
has led to unity in action between social¬ 
ists and Marxists - inside and outside the 
Labour Party - who oppose the Labour 
government’s imperialist adventure and 
are in solidarity with the Iraqi working 
class and the peoples of Iraq. 

We recognise the fact that the SA is 
not a workers’ party and cannot become 
one merely by adding the word ‘party’ 
to its name. The SA represents a minor¬ 
ity of the forces of the left. Whilst it con¬ 
tains within its ranks comrades from both 
traditions working together, the majority 
are from tine Marxist tradition. Although 
the SWP has only a minority of seats on 


the SA executive, the SA is dominated 
numerically and organisationally by the 
SWP and exhibits the strengths and 
weaknesses of SWP politics. 

Under the hegemony of the SWP, the 
SA is not much more than an electoral 
united front without its own regular pub¬ 
lication. The SA has been unable to inter¬ 
vene effectively in the firefighters’ dispute 
or the anti-war movement, because the de¬ 
cisive forces in the SA see those strug¬ 
gles as the realms of other ‘united fronts'. 
The postponement of the SA confer¬ 
ence before the start of the war put on 
hold any possible resolution of the po¬ 
litical differences that divide the SA and 
the possibility of any united interven¬ 
tion. 

The SA could and should have been 
a campaign for a new workers’ party. 
This would require the development of a 
proper political life in the alliance, regular 
activity and the publication of a regular 
campaigning newspaper. The firefighters’ 
dispute and the current war have pro¬ 
vided major opportunities to advance the 
case both ideologically and practically 
for a new workers’ party. The SA has 
missed these major opportunities to win 
the argument with broader sections of the 
working class. It has left many members 
wondering what the SA is for. 

The SA has in effect been sidelined. It 
would be easy simply to blame the SWP 
for this impasse. The largest organisation 
in the SA must take the largest share of 
the blame. But the pro-party ‘faction’ has 
so far failed to unite and press its case. 

We believe that the pro-party forces 
within the SA must unite more effec¬ 
tively than we have done so far. This is 
why the position of the ISG at this con¬ 
ference will determine whether we make 
progress • 


I-1 

| Now reprinted Europe: meeting | 


the challenge of i 

continental unity ] 

In his new book of essays Jack Conrad argues | 
against those who view the European Union ■ 

and the single currency with trepidation. The 
unity of capitalist Europe is our opportunity to 8 
unite the European working class into a single | 

combat party-a Communist Party of the EU. n 

An important step in that direction would be a 11 
European Socialist Alliance. I 

ppl29, £5 or €8 g 
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Galloway witch-hunt and 


it 1 


T he more highly developed a 
democracy is, the more immi¬ 
nent are pogroms or civil war 
in connection with any pro¬ 
found political divergence which is danger¬ 
ous to the bourgeoisie ” (VI Lenin Collected 
Works Vol 28, Moscow 1977, p245). 

The above quotation, from one of Lenin’s 
most famous polemical pamphlets. The Pro¬ 
letarian revolution and the renegade Kaut- 
sky (1918) should give pause for thought to 
those of us on the left or in the anti-war move¬ 
ment confronted by The Daily Telegraph' s 
accusations that the leftwing MP, George Gal¬ 
loway - now suspended from the Labour Party 
and under threat of three enquiries - is or was 
a paid agent of Iraqi intelligence. 

Comrade Galloway was one of the most 
prominent spokespersons for the anti-war 
movement that recently shook Blair’s govern¬ 
ment and whose sheer massive social weight 
continues to reverberate even after the war 
was won. So much so that in the local elec¬ 
tions, in an unprecedented development, 
there was a distinct and measurable electoral 
punishment of the Labour Party for its leader¬ 
ship’s waging this unjust war. 

New Labour lost control of Birmingham, 
Britain’s second city, in large measure be¬ 
cause core votes in heavily muslim working 
class council seats deserted. Birmingham is 
of course just one example of the ‘Baghdad 
buckle’ in Labour's vote - Scotland is even 
more important in this sense, with both the 
Scottish Socialist Party and the Greens mak¬ 
ing real gains, in part out of then articulation 
of mass discontent with Blair’s war. 

This year has seen the largest anti-war dem¬ 
onstrations, by far, in British history. And in 
terms of the fortunes of the war itself, the Blair 
government had quite a narrow escape. On 
top of the two-million-strong February 15 
demonstration, the government faced the 
March 22 demonstration, which took place 
just after the war had started. This time around 
750,000 turned out - absolutely enormous for 
a protest called at short notice, and more sig¬ 
nificantly, while British aimed forces were en¬ 
gaged in combat. 

hr fact, the war was not at that point going 


... there are 
still 

intimations 
that the 
mass, 
incipient 
and 

inchoate 

anti¬ 

imperialist 

sentiments 

that 

produced 

that 

movement 
have not 
gone way 


according to plan: the ‘cakewalk’ boasted 
about by Richard Perle - that it would be all 
over in a few days - failed to materialise and 
for a couple of weeks the coalition faced stiff 
and determined Iraqi resistance. 

What appears to have happened subse¬ 
quently was a deliberate decision to capitu¬ 
late by the very top leadership of the Iraqi 
regime - most likely Saddam Hussein himself 

- in the context of the American moves to 
encircle Baghdad. This is partly circumstan¬ 
tial and speculative at this point, but it appears 
that, faced with American moves to initiate the 
long-anticipated siege of the city itself, the 
leadership did not wait to be captured, but put 
into action some long-prepared plan of escape 

- to where is anyone’s guess - before the city 
could be completely surrounded and escape 
cut off. The inevitable result being, the lead¬ 
ers having fled, subordinates were left floun¬ 
dering and the up-to-then stiff resistance 
rapidly fell apart - somewhat fortuitously for 
Blair. 

With the sheer size and unprecedented 
potency of the anti-war movement, a major 
crisis was on the cards if the war had not been 
won very quickly. And there are still intima¬ 
tions that the mass, incipient and inchoate 
anti-imperialist sentiments that produced that 
movement have not gone way. From the 
standpoint of the top sections of the British 
imperialist bourgeoisie - the ‘former’ Tories 
who have at least for the moment transferred 
their loyalty to Blair’s New Labour - this was 
probably the most dangerous mass anti-war 
movement for at least two generations. For the 
bourgeoisie, knowing Ml well that, given Brit¬ 
ain’s historic role as the United States’ ‘un- 
sinkable aircraft carrier’, now reaffirmed by this 
war, and the existence of the US neo-conserva- 
tive project for a ‘new American century’, this 
connection will undoubtedly be called on 
again and again. 

But the British population is at the moment 
perceived, quite rightly, to be somewhat out 
of step with this project, influenced by nasty 
anti-war agitators. It has in fact, been widely 
commented on that there has been an unprec¬ 
edented boom in Britain in sales of historical 
and political science-type books on the Mid¬ 


dle East. Hitherto (relatively) obscure special¬ 
ist books on the history of the Arabs, islam, 
Iraq, Palestine, etc, which would previously 
have not got a look in, now sell like hot cakes 
and have been showing up in and around the 
bestseller lists. 

A significant, educated layer of the popu¬ 
lation has gahied the impetus to find out about 
the venal history of imperialist crimes in the 
Middle East. Rather worrying for an imperial¬ 
ist ruling class that aspires to play junior part¬ 
ner to US imperialism in a new Pax Americana 
in that very region. Hence the need to strike 
back. The bourgeoisie may not be ready at 
this point to resort to “pogroms” or “civil war” 
in Britain, but there are lesser weapons of a 
similar type in its arsenal. Hence the Galloway 
witch-hunt, straight out of the McCarthyite 
stable. 

Comrade Galloway is a leftwing social demo¬ 
crat, with a particular bias in his politics that 
leads to a passionate, vicarious support for 
Arab nationalism, which he evidently consid¬ 
ers the nationalism of the oppressed. 

This is not an uncommon point of view on 
the left: it is often held in various foims by 
people who regard themselves as revolution¬ 
ary socialists. Comrade Galloway, as shown 
by his choice of a career as a Labour MP, is of 
course not a revolutionary socialist, but is 
rather someone on the extreme left of social 
democracy, who at times strays to the very 
limits of what is compatible with reformism, as 
with his courageous call for British troops to 
refuse to obey orders to fight in what he con¬ 
sidered to be an illegal war. 

Comrade Galloway, unfortunately, is also a 
prisoner of a knee-jerk political weakness com¬ 
mon among the most militant sections of the 
workers' movement - the ‘enemy of my en¬ 
emy’, if not considered ‘my friend’, is at least 
an ally to be made use of in the struggle. 

Hence, in pursuit of his entirely justified 
campaigns to highlight the massive, murder¬ 
ous effects of imperialist sanctions against the 
Iraqi people over the last decade, he has quite 
openly mbbed shoulders with elements of the 
Iraqi regime and fraternised with them. He has 
also sought funds from two other Arab re¬ 
gimes (the United Arab Emirates and Saudi 


Arabia) for some of his political activities 
along the same lines (as well as funds from 
the democratically elected government of 
Pakistan under Benazir Bhutto for a different, 
Kashmu-related project) - these facts are and 
were well known and led to him being dubbed 
die ‘MP for Baghdad Central’ by reactionary 
elements in the parliamentary milieu. 

Thus Galloway is able, effectively, to rub¬ 
bish the claims that he was engaged in con¬ 
tacts with Iraqi intelligence, pointing out that 
his easy access to top leaders of the former 
Ba’ath regime would render such tilings su¬ 
perfluous in any case. More to the point in 
terms of political logic, the idea that the Iraqi 
bourgeois-nationalist regime would seek to 
pay a leading leftwing figure in the workers’ 
movement to mobilise a mass anti-war move¬ 
ment to protect itself from imperialist war 
(which is basically what the reactionary press 
is alleging) is putting the cart before the horse. 
Such movements come from below. They 
cannot be summoned up at the call of petro¬ 
dollars. 

Moreover, it ascribes to the bourgeois na¬ 
tionalist Ba’ath Party a perspective of mobili¬ 
sation against imperialist war something akin 
to that of the Bolsheviks after October 1917 - 
appealing to the German masses against the 
armed intervention of the kaiser’s troops. Veiy 
strange. 

Of course, conspiracy-mongering is the 
very stuff of politics for those - members of 
the officer corps, Tory MPs. little England 
capitalists, retired and practising spooks, first 
rank civil servants, anti-euro Atlanticists, etc 
- who look to The Daily Telegraph as a 
weapon to justify the status quo. For them 
tiie militant working class movement is by 
definition a criminal conspiracy - and any stub¬ 
born individual or trend that actually stands 
up and fights them must fall into a similar cat¬ 
egory. For such types, even if the evidence 
does not exist to actually prove it, it can be 
forged with a perfectly clear conscience - in 
this police mentality, the people they frame are 
guilty of something, aren’t they? 

But that serious elements in the workers’ 
movement should take seriously the idea that 
reporters from an ultra-Tory, British newspa- 


Scotland shows unity is strength 


S cotland 6, England 1. No, not some 
nightmare scoreline for Sven 
Goran Eriksson, but the tally of 
Scottish Socialist Party members sit¬ 
ting in the Holyrood parliament, com¬ 
pared to the total number of Socialist 
Alliance members holding any elected 
office: ie, our solitary councillor. 

One step at a time, of course. Today 
Preston, tomorrow Chipping Sodbury. 
Nevertheless, consider what a contrast 
the two organisations present. On the 
one hand, the most successful left-of- 
Labour formation seen in Britain since 
the 1930s. On the other, a jerry-built ca¬ 
bal of bickering Trot sects with no par¬ 
ticular prospects, and a few dozen 
independents tagging along for the ride. 
And we’re asking people to vote for 
that ? 

Unsurprisingly, the one-day ‘annual’ 
conference of our ramshackle little out¬ 
fit - a hill 17 months since the last one - 
won’t quite have the feel of a major po¬ 
litical event about it. And that’s because 
it won’t be one. No danger of the constant 
glare of national newspaper photogra¬ 
pher flashbulbs damaging anybody’s 
eyesight this Saturday, then. 

There will be no real tension. No gut 
feeling of anything palpable at stake, or 
that it is important which resolutions 
carry and which do not. Instead of look¬ 
ing enviously north of the border and 
wondering how we can take a leaf from 
the SSP’s book, the Socialist Alliance 


more or less accepts its continued mar¬ 
ginalisation. There’s probably no more 
conservative organised layer in English 
politics than the revolutionary left 

This is a criticism I am levelling at the 
organisation as a whole. The Socialist 
Alliance badly needs a rocket up its col¬ 
lective political arse. But no-one appears 
to be on hand with the relevant fireworks. 

Some components have at least a 
broadly correct idea of what needs to be 
done, but neither the weight nor the cour¬ 
age seriously to act upon it. Others 
would be happy for a pretext to slink back 
into Labour Party entry work or the Val¬ 
halla, ‘build the party’ sectarian routine. 
The S WP, the largest single component 
and thus in a position to dictate our po¬ 
litical direction, does not seem quite 
sure what it thinks. Overall the perva¬ 
sive sense is one of drift. 

Hard to imagine, sometimes, that we 
are in the eighth year of an ongoing re¬ 
groupment of the left that took its first 
tentative steps in 1995, with the start of 
discussions over the launch of the So¬ 
cialist Labour Party. Seen in this con¬ 
text - as part of a continual process of 
recomposition - our progress has been 
glacial. 

The SLP managed to move from be¬ 
ing a twinkle in Arthur ScargilPs eye 
to a busted flush, at least as a regroup¬ 
ment vehicle, inside three years. The 
decline of the Socialist Alliance could 
prove somewhat more protracted. By 


definition, I suppose inertia cannot run 
rampant, but you get the picture. 

Saturday’s proceedings may even 
prove uncannily akin to reading the for- 
mation’s last rites. Most participants 
will probably hang around for the fu¬ 
neral, if only for form’s sake. But no¬ 
body can pretend that the patient is in 
good health. 

What makes things all the more frus¬ 
trating is that the last year has seen an 
upturn in industrial militancy, combined 
with huge anti-war mobilisations, a par¬ 
tial but real youth radicalisation, and a 
rapid outflux of Labour Party members. 
Those of us who can remember what it 
was like to be a revolutionary in the sum¬ 
mers of high Thatcherism used to dream 
of situations like that. 

So where are the recruits, then? I do 
hear from the office that Socialist Alli¬ 
ance numbers are up ... slightly. But, 
given the best conditions the left has 
witnessed since the 1970s, anything 
short of a serious influx is actually a fail¬ 
ure. If we do not - or should that be can¬ 
not? - achieve a breakthrough now, we 
arguably never will. 

Yet the basics of Scottish success are 
simple enough. There is no evil secret 
blueprint dreamed up by Sheridan dur¬ 
ing one of his sunbed sessions. It’s not 
as if they are genetically modifying the 
porridge up there, or spiking the deep- 
fried Mars bars with some sort of drug 
that stupefies the electorate into back¬ 


ing the radical left. 

Lesson one: unity pays. By the sim¬ 
ple expedient of joining forces, the SSP 
has managed to wipe out the enduring 
credibility gap generated by divisions on 
the far left. You know all of those antique 
trade union banners, delicately hand- 
embroidered with the motto ‘Unity is 
strength’? Well, guess what? They’re 
right. 

Lesson two: developing concrete, de¬ 
liverable policies pays. And no, I am not 
suggesting that we curtail ‘big picture’ 
theoretical work. Constantly re-evalu- 
ating our rapidly changing world is vi¬ 
tal for all thinking socialist 
organisations. If anything, we aren’t do¬ 
ing enough of that either. 

But in terms of immediate agitation - 
and I’m consciously counterposing the 
term to propaganda here - socialism has 
to be made relevant. The SSP have been 
right consistently to push such readily 
understood ideas as free school meals 
for every kid and its plans for a Scottish 
services tax. 

We should come up with similar hall¬ 
mark policies ourselves. Either that or 
just blatantly nick the SSP’s. 

Lesson three: Media work pays. The 
SSP already had a full-time press of¬ 
ficer before the elections, and will now 
have the resources to expand dramati¬ 
cally its media operation. Now look at 
the Socialist Alliance website. The 
most recent press release on offer dates 


from April 2002. 

Who’s pushing to get our people on 
the telly and the radio? Nobody. Yet a 
single peak-time broadcast reaches an 
audience many times larger than the 
combined circulation of the entire left 
press. No serious political grouping can 
afford not to seek maximum broadcast 
exposure for its ideas. If you doubt that, 
ask the British National Party. 

Just as importantly, the existing affili¬ 
ates to the Socialist Alliance have both 
the talent and resources to publish the 
best socialist paper Britain has ever 
seen. They should do so. Sporadic A4 bul¬ 
letins with a readership of zilch do not 
betoken political seriousness. 

And if we do none of these things? 
What happens if the drift continues? 
Think on this. Next year, Scottish So¬ 
cialist Party representatives will prob¬ 
ably be joining Lutte Ouvriere, Ligue 
Communiste Revolutionnaire and Rifon- 
dazione Comunista comrades in the Eu¬ 
ropean parliament The Greens already 
have a Euro-MP, and the BNP could well 
get one next time round. 

And the Socialist Alliance? We’ll still 
be polling under 2%, congratulating 
ourselves that all our hard campaigning 
actually secured a few tenths of a per¬ 
centage point more than the ScargiUites 
managed to muster simply by standing. 

But look on the bright side. We might 
just get a second councillor • 

Dave Osier 
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Slop the War 



Galloway: witch-hunted 


per are allowed by the US military to stroll into 
the captured intelligence headquarters of a 
conquered adversary government and just 
gather up useful stuff from the files for a good 
story back home is beyond belief. 

Indeed, the Galloway ‘file’ is not the only 
useful thing for the imperialists that has 
‘emerged’ from this batch of dubious mate¬ 
rial. Note coincidentally, some of this stuff has 
been used to try to posit the elusive link be¬ 
tween Saddam Hussein’s regime and A1 
Qa’eda, a link that even the mainstream of MI6 
and the CIA is widely reported to believe is 
non-existent, by means of alleged Iraqi sup¬ 
port for an obscure A1 Qa’eda anti-Ugandan 
rebel group operating from the Democratic 
Republic of the Congo. This is so tenuous a 
link, in fact, that despite the potential ‘big 
story’ nature of the question if such a link 
could be proven, it has been virtually ignored 
by the international media. 

Then there is the proven use of forgery by 
the pro-war camp in the lead-up to the war - 
notably the faking of documents purporting 
to show Iraqi attempts to obtain uranium from 
Niger, to the plagiarism of a 10-year-old gradu¬ 
ate dissertation by the Blair government in an 
attempt to pass it off as evidence, part of a 
dossier ‘proving’ Iraqi possession of banned 
‘weapons of mass destruction’ (of which not 
a trace have been found, despite Iraq having 
been occupied by coalition troops for several 
weeks now, and which of course was the 
whole official justification for the war - a lie). 

The Galloway witch-hunt stinks, by its 
whole political logic, as well as its obvious mo¬ 
tivation and the proven serial forgery of the 
pro-war milieu that are pushing it. Quite 
frankly, one would have to be pretty gullible, 
or have some other dogmatic or political mo¬ 
tive, to believe a word of it. 

Unfortunately, a truly incredible example of 
how the left should not respond to this issue 
is the attitude of the Alliance for Workers’ 
Liberty, which has, out of its hatred of Gallo¬ 
way because of his Arab nationalist political 
views, simply joined in The Daily Telegraph's 
witch-hunt. Indeed, the AWL, which of course 
claims (rather hypocritically, it seems) to be the 
best ‘democrats’ and advocates of left unity, 
actually advocated Galloway’s expulsion from 
the Labour Party long before the Telegraph 
published their ‘scoop’. 

The AWL baldly equates Arab nationalist 
resentment and revanchism against Israeli 
colonisation and the driving out of Arabs from 


Palestine with anti-senritism, without the 
slightest conception that there is a relation¬ 
ship here between oppressor and oppressed 
- and here the Israeli Jews are hardly in the 
position of the oppressed. Therefore it sees 
nothing wrong with equating Saddam Hus¬ 
sein’s odious but fundamentally junior and 
subordinate reactionary dictatorship with that 
of Hitler’s Germany. Sean Matgamna fulmi¬ 
nates against Galloway’s contacts with Tariq 
Aziz and other leading figures in the regime 
as part of his campaigning against the pro¬ 
longed starvation blockade and imperialist 
aggression in a manner that is utterly bizarre. 

“Who in Hitler’s entourage would have 
been the equivalent of Tariq Aziz? Rudolf 
Hess? Martin Bormann? Josef Gobbels? 
Hermann Goring? Joachim von Ribbentrop? 
What would you think of a 1930s socialist - or 
for that matter a 1930s Liberal or Tory - who 
would reply to the charge that he had contact 
with a lowly Nazi agent by boasting that he 
couldn’t need such agents because he had 
been Hess’s, or Bormann’s, or Gobbels’, or 
Goring’s or Ribbentrop’s guest over the Christ¬ 
mas of 1938 or 1939? Would you have him on 
your anti-war platforms? 

“What would you think if he had replied to 
accusations that he had received money from 
the Hitler government by saying that Iris po¬ 
litical campaigns had been financed by, say, 
the Japanese government, or Mussolini, or 
Franco?” (Solidarity May 1). 

For all the AWL’s rambling about Gallo¬ 
way’s one time Stalinism, it seems Matgam- 
na’s own Stalinist past is re-emerging with a 
vengeance in this rant. The verbiage is of a pure 
totalitarian type. One gets the distinct impres¬ 
sion that Matgamna, for all his proclaimed cre¬ 
dentials as a democrat, would like to take his 
logic an elementary step further, and demand 
George Galloway be hanged for treason in the 
manner of that previous hob-nobber with (real) 
Nazi would-be rulers of the world, William 
Joyce (aka Lord Haw-Haw) in 1946. 

Reactionary Arab ex-colonies and imperi¬ 
alist oil-clients, or even elected bourgeois gov¬ 
ernments in muslim, but non-Arab, Pakistan, 
are here equated unproblematically with im¬ 
perialist world contenders Germany, Italy and 
Japan, in their fascist heyday in the 1930s. In¬ 
deed, ‘Arab state’ (whether quasi-feudal or 
bourgeois-nationalist) seems to be synony¬ 
mous with ‘fascist’. 

What utter anti-Marxist nonsense! The 
United Arab Emirates is really a world rival to 


US imperialism, is it not? I am sure its mighty 
submarine and aircraft carrier flotilla is getting 
ready to target the US fleet even as we speak 

- Pearl Harbour lives again. And the elected 
Pakistan regime of Bhutto really is a good 
analogue of Franco’s Spain? Perhaps that 
explains why the AWL was quite happy to 
support the Afghan mujahedin in the 1980s 
against the USSR when they were being 
funded and armed by the Pakistani ‘fascist’ 
dictator Zia ul-Haq. 

In reality, Galloway is following third world- 
ist politics to a tee - politics that are not ‘fas¬ 
cist’ at all, but are characteristic of a deeply 
flawed but genuine trend in the international 
workers’ movement, which has to be dealt with 
politically. Perhaps he may have also been 
influenced (a little too literally) by the kind of 
logic that is inherent in Trotsky’s old argu¬ 
ments that in a war between an imperialist 
power with a democratic regime, and a back¬ 
ward, oppressed, underdeveloped country 
with a military- or fascist-type regime, social¬ 
ists should invariably support the underde¬ 
veloped country, irrespective of the actual 
issues and aims of the war, because the vic¬ 
tory of the underdeveloped fascist regime 
would be a blow against imperialism. 

Wrong of course, but if Galloway has ever 
read Trotsky, no doubt he would take that as 
a license to develop the appropriate contacts 
to render ‘aid’ to such a struggle. 

What Matgamna, due to his ‘a little bit Zi¬ 
onist’ politics, is completely blind to is the fact 
that there is a real, tangible national oppres¬ 
sion of the Arab peoples as a whole under 
the current, imperialist world order. Galloway, 
with his own idiosyncratic form of left reform¬ 
ism, is acutely sensitive to that oppression - 
and has come up with methods of fighting it 
that are incompatible with Marxist principles 

- hardly surprising for a left reformist. But since 
when has an adherence to Marxist principles 
been a precondition for the defence of a fig¬ 
ure in the workers’ movement against a reac¬ 
tionary witch-hunt? By giving support to this 
witch-hunt, the AWL has crossed class lines. 

The Galloway witch-hunt is a transparent 
attempt by the most venal, reactionary and sin¬ 
ister circles of British and US capital to strike 
back against the anti-war movement by a 
McCarthyite attack against one of its most 
prominent spokespersons. It should be met 
with militant resistance, on the simple princi¬ 
ple that air injury to one is an injury to all • 
Ian Donovan 


What we 
fight for 

aOur central aim is the organisation of communists, revolu¬ 
tionary socialists, anti-capitalists, anti-war activists and all 
politically advanced workers into a Communist Party. With¬ 
out organisation the working class is nothing; with the high¬ 
est form of organisation it is everything. 

■ The Provisional Central Committee organises members 
of the Communists Party, but there exists no real Commu¬ 
nist Party today. There are many so-called ‘parties’ on the 
left. In reality they are confessional sects. Members who 
disagree with the prescribed ‘line’ are expected to gag them¬ 
selves in public. Either that or face expulsion. 

Communists operate according to the principles of demo¬ 
cratic centralism. Through ongoing debate we seek to 
achieve unity in action and a common world outlook. As 
long as they support agreed actions, members have the 
right to speak openly and form temporary or permanent 
factions. 

Communists are fully committed to building the anti-war 
movement but constantly strive to bring to the fore the 
fundamental question - ending war is bound up with ending 
capitalism. 

■Communists are internationalists. Everywhere we strive 
for the closest unity and agreement of anti-war, working 
class and democratic parties of all countries. We oppose 
every manifestation of sectionalism. It is an internationalist 
duty to uphold the principle, ‘One state, one party’. To the 
extent that the European Union becomes a state then that 
necessitates EU-wide trade unions and a Communist Party 
oftheEU. 

The working class must be organised globally. Without a 
global Communist Party, a Communist International, the 
struggle against capital is weakened and lacks coordina¬ 
tion. 

■ Communists have no interest apart from the working 
class as a whole. They differ only in recognising the impor¬ 
tance of Marxism as a guide to practice. That theory is no 
dogma, but must be constantly added to and enriched. 

■ Capitalism in its ceaseless search for profit puts the fu¬ 
ture of humanity at risk. Capitalism is synonymous with war, 
pollution, exploitation and crisis. As a global system capi¬ 
talism can only be superseded globally. All forms of na¬ 
tionalist socialism are reactionary and anti-working class. 
■The capitalist class will never willingly allow their wealth 
and power to be taken away by a parliamentary vote. They 
will resist using every means at their disposal. Communists 
favour using parliament and winning the biggest possible 
working class representation. But workers must be read¬ 
ied to make revolution - peacefully if we can, forcibly if we 
must 

■ Communists fight for extreme democracy in all spheres 
of society. Democracy must be given a social content. 

■ We will use the most militant methods objective circum¬ 
stances allow to achieve a federal republic of England, 
Scotland and Wales, a united, federal Ireland and a United 
States of Europe. 

■ Communists favour industrial unions. Bureaucracy and 
class compromise must be fought and the trade unions 
transformed into schools for communism. 

■ Communists are champions of the oppressed. Women’s 
oppression, combating racism and chauvinism, and the strug¬ 
gle for peace and ecological sustainability are just as much 
working class questions as pay, trade union rights and de¬ 
mands for high-quality health, housing and education. 

Socialism represents victory in the battle for democracy. 
It is the rule of the working class. Socialism is either demo¬ 
cratic or, as with Stalin’s Soviet Union, it turns into its oppo¬ 
site. 

Socialism is the first stage of the worldwide transition to 
communism - a system which knows neither wars, exploita¬ 
tion, money, classes, states nor nations. Communism is gen¬ 
eral freedom and the real beginning of human history. 

■ All who accept these principles are urged to join the 
Communist Party. 
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outbreak 



Panic and prejudice 


I n their enthusiasm to find a new 
story to take our minds off all that 
nasty business in Iraq, the bour¬ 
geois media fixated on Sars (severe 
acute respiratory syndrome). 

As of May 6, the World Health Or¬ 
ganisation has announced a total of 6,727 
cases worldwide, spread across 32 coun¬ 
tries and resulting in 478 deaths. Tragic 
as this loss of life is, it is important to note 
that the numbers involved are relatively 
small. Furthermore, the WHO has esti¬ 
mated that four percent of cases will 
prove fatal, and that 90% of those in¬ 
fected will recover within a week. Dr 
David Heymann, executive director for 
communicable diseases at the WHO, has 
stated that the outbreaks appear to be 
under control, with mortality and morbid¬ 
ity rates on the decline. Despite this, Sars 
became the focus of fear and panic. It is 
necessary to ask whether this is some¬ 
thing to be genuinely concerned about, 
or if it is yet another case of a panic un¬ 
necessarily and irresponsibly engen¬ 
dered by the media. 

At present no one knows very much 
about Sars. Consequently, most of what 
is being reported is conjecture. It appears 
likely that it is transmitted by water drop¬ 
lets in a similar manner to influenza - in¬ 
deed Sars shares the symptoms of high 
fever, headache, sore throat and a cough 
- but it seems to be less transmissible than 
flu. This has led to speculation that Sars 
is a mutated virus. Currently the consen¬ 
sus is that it is a form of the Corona vi¬ 
rus, which causes the common cold. 
Although scientists have yet to develop 
a specific treatment for Sars, a ‘cocktail’ 
of antibiotics and antivirals seems to be 
effective. 

In essence then, Sars is a virulent strain 
of the kind of virus that we all get from 
time to time. The morbidity rate is low, with 
few cases having been identified, and 
the mortality rate is also relatively low. 
Despite this the media has swooped like 
carrion on pictures of people in China 
wearing facemasks, vicariously reporting 
hoixor stories of how people are afraid to 
use door handles and shake hands. Yet 
all evidence suggests that facemasks are 
woefully ineffective at preventing the 
spread of bacteria, and that the only dan¬ 
ger of contracting the virus by touch is 
the possibility that if someone sneezes 
or coughs, then infectious water drop¬ 
lets inay linger on objects and people. 

It is apposite to compare the media 
coverage of Sars with how the Aids vi¬ 
rus was presented in the 1980s. When 
Aids was first reported there was wide¬ 
spread panic. All that was known was 
that it was potentially deadly; a cure had 
not been found; and it could become an 
epidemic, spreading throughout the 
population. Aids was a major story for 
the media, but they were faced with the 
problem that no one knew very much 
about it. The bourgeois press has never 
let an absence of facts stand in the way 
of a good story. Accordingly, various 
‘experts’ were interviewed. Some respon¬ 
sible professionals. Others were mere 
pundits. Either way, the media dwelt on 
the most salacious speculations. Ac¬ 
cordingly on the BBC’s nine o’clock 
news it was announced that, “Up to 
70,000 in England and Wales will die of 
Aids in the next four years ...” and “... by 
die end of the [20th] century there won’t 



Sars: a political weapon 


be one family that isn’t touched in some 
way by the disease”. These were un¬ 
founded exaggerations that provoked 
panic and prejudice. 

A consequence of how Aids was re¬ 
ported was an increase in homophobia, 
as cases were initially concentrated in 
gay men. Latterly, although gay men are 
still a high-risk group, campaigns to raise 
awareness have avoided the taboo issue 
of gay sex. Twenty years on, the initial 
panic has proved to be an exaggeration. 
There is still much that is not known 
about Aids, and it has become an epi¬ 
demic of global proportions, and there is 
still considerable stigma attached to the 
condition. But more is known about how 
the virus is communicated, and it is no 
longer the taboo that it once was. How¬ 
ever, the media dealt with the issue in an 
irresponsible and counterproductive 
way. Furthermore, populist politicians 
based their responses on the media-in¬ 
duced panic rather than on hard scien¬ 
tific facts. Although Aids is one of the 
gravest problems that the world faces, it 
now receives less attention, and less 
funding for research. 

Last week the Tories called for Sars to 
be categorised as a notifiable disease, 
enabling officials to forcibly quarantine 
people, and health secretary Allan 
Milbum announced that airline passen¬ 
gers will be screened. This is a virus that 
has an incubation period of 10 days, 
thereby making screening ineffectual. In 
the event that the Tory proposal for en¬ 
forced quarantining is enacted, doubt¬ 
less it will be foreigners, particularly the 
vilified groups of asylum-seekers and 
immigrants, that are targeted, thereby 


providing yet another means of circum¬ 
venting civil liberties. 

Sars is undoubtedly a potentially fatal 
disease, which could decimate regions 
with poor healthcare provision. Yet the 
response of the media and politicians il¬ 
lustrates the flaws inherent in capitalism. 
In their insatiable desire for sensational¬ 
ism, the media have orchestrated a furore 
based on little evidence. As with Aids, 
politicians are responding to the commo¬ 
tion engendered by journalists rather than 
to legitimate concerns for people’s 
health. We are told that in countries with 
poor healthcare the disease may prove 
devastating, and yet attention is not fo¬ 
cused on areas where infrastructure is 
ineffective. 


Media attention is instead on the 
prospects of Sars arriving in Britain, and 
on the fleeting travel ban on Toronto, 
Canada. Incidentally the Canadian es¬ 
tablishment’s response was to bemoan 
the loss of revenue from tourism - hardly 
fitting when masses of people’s lives 
were supposed to be at stake. In the 
paranoid and insular US, conspiracy 
theorists are speculating that Sars may 
be a biological weapon unleashed by 
that arch-villain Saddam Hussein in an 
act of revenge against the ‘land of the 
free’. If this preposterous explanation 
were the case, the fact that it has yet to 
affect the US confirms that the CIA 
taught the Ba’athists how to target 
weapons! 


Sars may yet prove to be a pandemic 
of global proportions, but at present it is 
not. It is revealing that April 25 was the 
day when the WHO and Unicef released 
a report revealing that 3,000 children in 
Africa die of malaria every day. The re¬ 
port detailed how, with sufficient re¬ 
sources, the threat may be obviated. Yet 
this avoidable and perennial tragedy was 
conspicuously absent from the British 
media. 

The correct response to the emer¬ 
gence of a new and deadly virus should 
be for healthcare professionals to iden¬ 
tify an effective and proportionate means 
of combating it, in the interests of all 
those at risk • 

Jeremy Butler 
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